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Child Care Arrangements: Winter 1984-85

INTRODUCTION

The child care statistucs shown in this report cover an
estimated 26.5 million children under the age of 15 whose
mothers were employed in the labor force during the winter
of 1984-85; 16 8 million of these children had mothers who
were working full time. How these children were cared for
while their mothers were at work, the complexity of these
arrangements and the accompanying daily disruptions in the
mother's work schedule, and the financial costs attributable
to child care services are some of the tonice presented in this
report. Thisinformation was collected in a supplement to the
Survey of Inccme and Program Participation (SIPP) and refers
to the period December 1984 through March 1985 It is
anticipated that s ibsequent supplements to this survey wll
be collected on a penodic basis in an effort to establish an
ongoing data base of child care statistics that currently Is
lacking at the national level.?

Previous child care surveys conducted by the Census Bureau
were limited to preschool-age children or to only the youngest
child of workiii\g women in the household, while other surveys
focused on child care arrangements used by school-age
children after school hours, regardless of the employment
status of the children's parents.® Data on child care
arrangements from SIPP include infaormation for the three
youngest children under age 15 of working \wwomen* and refer
1o the usual weekly child care arrangements for their children.
Thus, the data in this report present a3 more comprehensive
view of child care services utilized by American tamilies than
presented in prior Census Bureau reports, Data from previous
Current Population Surveys on child care wll also be presented
in this report in order to present an historical perspective on
recent changes that have occurred in the way working women
care for their children white at work.

'The reference period for the SIPP child care module was fcr the month
that preceded the interview month. The actual interviews were conducted
in January 1985 through Ap.il 1985 As a result, the data presented in
this report are ar average of the usual child care arrangements used by
women from December 1984 through March 1985 This period will be
referred to as "winter 1984.85."

?An absence of a national data base on child caie statistics has been
previously noted by many researchers and governmental committees See
Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Families, U.S. House of
Representatives, “'Famihes and Child Care' improving the Options " U.S.
Government Printing Office Washington, DC, September 1984, p. vii

3See Current Population Reports, Senies P-23, No. 129. Child Qare
Arrangements of Working Mothers: June 1962; and Series P-23, No 149,
After School Care of School Age Children December 1984 for a discus
sion of these Census Bureau child care studies.

‘Populacion estimates from SIPP indicate that there were 29,3 million
children under 15 years old with working mothers Information in this report
is shown only for the three youngast children, representing abo'it 90 per-
cont of the children in this age group. Because of the relativuly sma!l ssmpie
size of this study, data are not generally shown by race and Hispanic niigin
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The term "child care arrangements' used in this report
describes how the children of working women are cared for
duning the time thewr mothers are at work. Child care
arrangements include not only informal arrangements where
neighbors, relatives, or family members look after the women's
children esther in the child’'s home or therr own homes but also
organized child care facilities such as day or group care centers
or nursery schools or preschools. Aiso included are responses
which indicate If women are able to take care of therr own
children while at work (either while working at home or
outside therr home) and if the children are left to care for
themselves. Since school-age children are inciuded in the
survey, child care, in its broadest sense, also includes the time
children are enrolled in kindergarten or grade school auring
the time their mothers are at work.

Some women may use more than one type of child care
arrangement in the course of a typical work week, therefore,
two categories of arrangements are shown in this report.
primary and secot dary. The primary child care arrangement
refers to what the child was usually doing or the way the child
was usually cared for di. iIng most of the hours the child's
mother wdas working. Tt.2 secondary child care arrangement
refers to which arrangement was used second most frequently
while the child’s mother was working. For example, if a school-
age child was in school most of the time his or her mother
worked and then was left to care for himself or herself after
school, the prnimary child care arrangement for this child would
be “enrolled in grade school' and the secondary child care
airrangement would be “child cares for seif”

Nu distinction was made in the survey as to the licensing
status of the child care facilities cor private homes where the
children were cared for, nor of the specific educational con-
tent of any nursery or preschool. The respondent was left to
determine how to categornize the child care arrangement she
used for her children.

Wherever possible, comparisors are made between child
care data from SIPP and from other sources in order to idertify
“developing trends and to substantiate observed patterns in
a newly emerging field of statistical incicators.

The principal findings of the survey are summarized below:

¢ Of the 8.2 million preschool age children (O to 4 years old)
of working women, 1.9 million {23 percent) weére attending
day care centers or preschools most of the time therr
mothers were at work. The remainder ware pnmarily In
supervised care in theirr own home (31 percent) or In




someone else’'s home (37 percent) or cared for by the
mother herself while at work (8 .percent).

* About 75 percent of the 18.3 mullion grade school age
children (5 to 14 years old) were in school most of the hours
their mothers were at work.

* The percentage of preschoolers cared for pnmarly by
their fathers while their mothers worked was 19 percent
for children of married women, compared with only 2 per-
cent for the children of unmarried women (women
widowed, di-vorced, separated, married with spouse absent,
or never married). unmarried women depended more on
their childrer’s grandparents for care in the child’'s home
(16 percent) than did thewr married counterparts
(3 percent).

* The use of day/group care centers or nursery/preschools
among employed women 18 to 44 years old for their
youngest child under 5 years increased from 16 vercent
in 1982 to 25 percent in 1984-85.

¢ Full-time working mothers with preschool-age children
relied more heavily on child care arrangements outside the
child’s home than did mothers working part time. They also
relicd more heavily on organized child care facilities.

* Almost 7 million children under 15 years old of working
mothers reported using a secondary child care arrange-
ment; 32 percent of children 5 to 14 years old used a
secondary arrangement. compared with only 13 percent
of children under 5 vyears old.

¢ Of the 7.7 million women who depended on relatives,
nonrelatives, or organized child care facilities for either
primary or secondary child care arrangements, 5.9 percent
reported losing time from work in the last month as a result
of a failure in their arrangement.

* One million children of employed mothers during winter
1984-85 cared for themselves after schoo! while their
mothers were working.

¢ The median weekly child care expenditure for the 5.3
millon women who reported paying for child care services
dunng winter 1984-85 was $38. Estimated annual child
care expenditures made by working women for therr
children are about $11 bilion.5

POPULATION COVERAGE

The child care data presented n this report attempt to pro-
file the arrangements typically used by women d''ring their
working hours. Data were obtained for the three youngest
children under 15 years old {(including any adopted or step-

*This figure is based on the aggregate weekly amount of cash exgendi
tures (214 million dollars} reported by the estimated 5 3 million working
women In the survey multiplied by 52 weeks, resulting in 11.1 billion dollars
annually If the responses of the estimated 188,000 men who reported
paying cash for child care arrangements were included in this estimate,
the annual child care expenditures paid by all parents would increase to

l 1.5 balon dollars
¢
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children in ther care} in the household. This represents
approximately 90 percent of all children under 15 years old
of working women int s age group. Ali of these 26.5 millior
children were assigned a specific prnimary child care arrange-
ment depending on how they spent most of their time while
their mothers were at work. For analytical reasons, ““going to
school” or “child cares for self” were also considered a. types
of .hild care arrangements since these activities describe how
the child spent his time during the mother’'s working hours.

A majority of these children (16.8 mullion) had mothers who
were employed at full-time jobs (35 hours or more per week).
Even among the 8.2 mullion childrer, under 5 years old of
working women, a majonty (5.1 mullion) had full-time working
mothers. Table A also shows that 6.9 million children were
also in need of another child care arrangement during thei
mother’s work week, especially children of full-time workers.
Thirty-three percent (5.6 million} of the chiidren of full-time
working mothers and 13 percent (1.3 million) of the children
of part-time working mothers were provided with more than
one type of child care arrangement durning a typical week. The
magnitude and anticipated growth of the number of children
needing child care during their mothers’ working hours implies
that these issues will affect the lifestyles and daily schedules
of most families with children |n the future.

Table A. Children Under 18 of Employed Mothers, by
Selected Characteristice Related to Child Care
Arrangements

{(Winter 1984-85 Numbers in thousands)

Children Children Children

Subject under1$ under5 5 to 14

All children’ . 26,455 8,168 18,287
Mother employed full time 16,812 5,060 11,752
Mothers employed part time 9,643 3,108 6,535

Child-en using secondary care? 6,867 1,073 5,794
Mothers employed fuli time 5,675 726 4,850
Mothers employed part time 1,292 347 944

'Data on child care arrangements wrre collected for the three youngest
childien of employed women These children (26 5 million) represent 90
percent of al children of employed women {29 3 million) under 15
years old

*Number of children who use more than one type of child care arrange-
raent during the hours their mothers are at work. If a child 1s cared for
after school by someone else 0. 1s left unsupervised, this constitutes use
of a secondary arrangement

PRIMARY CHILD CARE ARRANGEMENTS

Table B shows the distrib'ition of the primary child care
arrangements provided for preschoolers children under 5
years old' and grade-school-age children (5 to 14 years old)
duning wiriter 1984-85. Of the 18.3 million grade-school-age
children of working mothers, about 75 percent (13.8 mill:on
children) were ir either kindergarten or grade school most of
the hours therr mothers were at work, regardless of the
mothers’ marital status (table 1). [his does not mean tha. the
remaining 25 percent of these children were not enrolled in
school; rather it implies that the majornty of the hours that




Table 3. Primary Child Care Arrangements for Children Under 15, by Age

{Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

Type of Totai uUnaer 5 years 5 to 14 years

child care -

arrangement Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Number of children. . . ... .. NN 26,455 100.0 8,168 100.0 18,287 100.0

Care in child’s home ... .. . . 4,699 17.8 2,535 31.0 2,164 11.8
By father......... .. R 2,496 9.4 1,282 15.7 1,214 66
By grandparent .o . . 712 2.7 468 5.7 244 1.3
Bv other relative ... . .. 804 3.0 306 37 498 27
By ncnrelative . . . . 687 26 479 5.9 208 11

Care in another home . . . 3,801 14 4 3,619 37.0 782 4.3
By grandparent . . 1,138 4.3 833 10.2 305 1.7
By oth~r relative . . . 467 1.8 367 45 100 05
By nonrelative o e 2,196 8.3 1,819 22.3 377 2.1

Organized child care facilities .. 2,411 91 1,888 231 523 28
Day/group care center . . .. o 1,440 5.4 1,142 140 298 1.6
Nursery school/preschool . . 971 37 746 9.1 225 12

Kindergarten/grade school . ... .... 13,815 522 62 0.8 13,753 75 2

Child cares forself .... ... .. . 488 18 - - 488 2.7

Parent cares for chid' .. .. . 1,245 4.7 664 81 581 3.2

'Includes mothers working at home or s'way from home

the mothers worked did not necessarily coincide with their
children’s school day. (A subsequent section in this report will
examine the child care arrangements provided for school-age
chldren while not attending school.)

Of the remaining 4.5 million grade-school-age children not
in school most of the time while their mothers worked, about
2.2 million were cared for in their own home, principally by
their father, while another one-half million children were left
unsupervised most of the time their mothers were at work

Child care arrangements for children under 5 years old.
Working women with preschoc! age children use a wider
veriety of child care arrangements for their children than do
working wemen with older children who spend most of therr
daytime hours in school. Thirty-one percent of preschoolers
were cared for in their own homes, principally by the children’s
father, while 37 percent were cared for 1n another home,
usually by someone not related to the child (table B) The use
of organized child care facilities (23 percent) was substantial
for the care of these younger children, and provided the
primary child care services for approximately 1.9 million
children under 5 years old. 1.y addition, another 8 percent of
these children were cared for by their mother whiie sh~ was
working either at home or away from home, thus eliminating
potenti2ily costly commuting and child care expenses. The
types o/ jobs these women heid also affected their ability to
care for their children while working, for example, 47 percent
of the mothers of preschool-age children who cared for their
child while workiny were either employed as private household
workers or as child care workers.

Considerably different patterns of child care usage are noted
among women according to their weekly work schedule. The
hourly demands for child care services placed upon families
with full-time working mothers cannot normally be met by
nflhpr housenold members or relatives who have job and career

commitments requiring them to work full-time themselves.
As a result, the location of child care activities for full-tme
working mothers tends to be outside of ihe chil2’s nome and
with nonrelatives rather than 'with family memrbers or relatives
in the chid’s home.

Preschoolers of full-time working mothers in winter 1984-85
were Iess likely to be cared for at home (24 percent) than were
children of part-.ime working mothe:s (42 percent) Child care
provided by the father was less frequently used by women
who worked full time; 11 percent of the children of mothers
who worked full time were cared for by their fathers compared
with 24 percent of children of part-ti ne working mothers. Part-
time working mothers may have therr work hours in the
even:~gs or on weekends so 9 to 5" working fathers can
babysit. In addition, 13 percent of the children of part-time
workers were cared for by ther mothers while at work,
compared with wnly 5 percent of the children of women
working full time (table 1), Offsetting this Iless frequent use
of parental care by fuil-tme working mothers was their greater
reliance on child care in the home of someone unrelated to
the child and on organiz~d child care facilities.

Child care arrangements used by unmarried parents The
principal difference between the child care arrangements used
by married women and unmarried wor 1en with preschoo! age
children rests in the availability of the child’s father tc provide
child care services. The percentage of preschoolers cared for
by their father while their mother worked was 19 percent for
children of married women but only 2 percent for the childrer.
of unmarried women (table 1). Desoite the loss of the father
as a potential child care provider, about 3 out of evary 10
children of unmarried women were still cared for in the chiid’s
home, a proportion not different fron. that reported by niarried
women Unmarried women largely depended on their
children’s grandparents for chila care services in the child’s
home, this arrangement accounted for 1€ percent of all
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primary child care used by unmarried mothers, compared with
only 3 percent for children of married women.

Although the SIPP questionnaire on child care was designed
primarily to cofiect data on the ch Id care arrangements of
working women, there were some men identified in the ques-
ticnnaire as the designated guardian of the child, even in the
case of married-couple families.® Table C shows the primary
child care arrangements used by unmarried parents for their
chitdren under age 15 while at work. About 900,000 children
under 15 years of age were cared for by unmarried men.” Sixty-
seven percent of these children spent most of their time in
grade school during their father's working i*aurs, while 55
percent of the cnildren of unmarried women attended grade
school while their mothers worked. Unmarried men tend to
be guardians of older children' 85 peicent of the children under
age 15 of unmarried men were of ~<hool age (5 to 14 years
old), compared with 73 percent for unmarried women. About
78 percent of children 5 to 14 years old of unmarried woiking
fathers were In schoo! while their fathers were at work, a
figure not different from the 76 percent reported for children
of unmarried working mothers.

Child care arrange:nents for infants and preschoolers. The
previous sections have indicated that the type of child care
arrangements used by working parents varies considerably

°In the case of married-couple families, interviewers were instructed
to ask the child care questior.s of the wife. However, an estimated 578,000
married men were reported as the guardians of children, perhaps reflec-
ting a step-mother/step-child situation where the husband was thought
to be the appropriate reference person. In some instances, married men
may be the legal guardians of children who are living with them, even
though they are not the natural fathers of the chidren (eg., grandfathers
or uncles).

"SIPP estimates for unmarried men appear to be substantiated by other
survey results Data collected in the March 1985 Current Population Survey
indicated that there were 671,000 child en under age 12 and 528,000
children 12 to 17 years old wving w'th unmarned fathers who were
employed at the survey date {Current Population Reports, Series P-20,
No. 410, Mantal Status and Living Arrangements March 1985, table 9)

by the age of the child. Estimates from the June 1985 Current
Population Survey (CPS) show that almost one-half of all
women 18 to 44 years old who had a birth in the 12-month
period preceding the survey were in the labor force either
looking for work or on layoff {0.3 million) or currently employed
(1.4 million) at the ume of the survey.® Problems in finding child
care arrangements for young children are often encountered
by working adults since organized child care facilities usually
exclude the admission of infants and very young children.?

Table D presents the primary child care arrangements ysed
by women wiith preschoolers by the age of the child as
collected in the SIPP child ccre module. SIPP data, similar to
estimates derived from the June 1985 CPS, indicate that
about 1.4 million children under % year of age in winter
1984-85 required child care services while their mothers were
at work. Seventy-eight percent of infants were cared for in
either the child’s home or in another home. Another 14 per-
cent were cared for in organized child care facilities, a sub-
stantial increase over the 5 percent estimated for infants from
the June 1982 CPS!°

Among 3-and 4-year-olds child care in the child’s home and
in another home accounted for only 58 percent of all
arrangements while organized child care facilities and
kindergarten enrollment made up 34 percent of the primary
care for these older children. It 1s apparent that for the first
few years of a child’s hife, the children of working women may
erperience considerable changes in the type of child care as
the children grow from infancy to schoJl age.

Work disruptions caused by faitures in child care arrange-
ments. Some of the principal factors which affect a family’s
choice of child care arrangements include the quality and costs

*Current Population Reports, Series P-20, No 406, rertility of Amenican
Women: Juna 1985, table 4.

*Select Committee on Children. Youth, and Families, op cit,, p 13.

'°Current Population Reports, Series P-23, No 129, op cit, table 2

Table C. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used by Unmarried Parents for Their Children Under 15, by S.:x

{Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

Type of Total Female Male

child care

arrangement Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Number of children . 6,522 100.0 5,616 1000 906 100.0

Care in child’s home . 950 14.6 806 14.4 144 159
By father..... o . 74 11 52 09 22 2.4
By grandparent 379 5.8 321 5.7 58 6.4
By other relative . 273 57 341 6.1 32 3.5
By nonrelative . 24 1.9 92 1.6 32 3.5

Care 1n another home . . 355 14 6 872 155 83 9.2
By grandparent . . . 307 47 253 45 54 60
By other relative . . 139 21 139 25 0 0.0
By nonrelative 509 7.8 480 8.5 29 3.2

Organized child care facilities . 592 9.1 539 96 53 5.8
Day/group care center . . 408 63 371 66 37 4.1
Nursery school/preschool . 184 2.8 168 3.0 16 18

Kindergarten/grade school . 3,701 857 3,095 551 606 66.9

Child cares for self .. o 168 2.6 156 2.8 12 1.3

Parent cares for child' . . . . e 160 2.5 149 27 1 1.2

'Includes mothers working at home or away from home.
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{Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

Table D. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used by Employed Mothers for Their Children Under 5, by Age

Age of child
Total Under 1 year 1 and 2 years 3 and 4 years
Type of
child care
arrangement Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Number of children . . 8,168 100 0 1,385 1000 3,267 100.0 3,516 100.0
Care 1n child’s home 2,534 31.0 316 37.3 1,088 32.7 950 27.0
By father . ....... 1,282 15.7 252 18 2 528 16 2 502 14.3
By grandparent .o 467 5.7 102 74 208 6.4 157 1.5
By other relative R 306 3.7 44 3.2 147 4.5 115 3.3
By nonrelative . . ..... 479 5.9 118 8.5 185 5.7 176 5.0
Care in another home . . .... 3,020 37.0 563 40.6 1,368 419 1,089 31.0
By grandparent Lo 833 10.2 174 126 361 11.0 298 8.5
By other relative L 368 4.5 70 5.1 130 4.0 167 4.7
By nonrelative . ... 1,819 223 319 23.0 877 26.8 624 17.7
Organized child care facilities . .. 1,888 23.1 195 141 563 17.2 1,131 32.2
Day/group care center 1,142 140 116 8.4 401 12.3 625 17.8
Nursery school/preschool .. 746 9.1 79 57 162 5.0 506 14 4
Kindergarten/grade school 61 0.7 - - 61 1.7
Parent cares for child' . . 663 8.1 112 8.1 267 8.2 285 8.1

Includes mothers working at home or away from home.

of the arrangement, proximity to work, and confidence in the
abiity and availability of the child care provider during the
mothers' working hours. The last factor i1s of pnmary concern
to the employer since it directly affects the rates of
absenteeism and tardiness resulting from a faidure in a child
care arrangement.

For the first time in a Census Bureau survey, an attempt was
imaue w estimate the incidence of chilu care-related disrup
tions in the daily work schedule among women. ‘Working
women were asked if any time was lost during the reference
month by either the women themselves or thew husbands
because the person who usually cared for the child (or
children) was not available. (It should be noted that the
estimates of time |ost reflect work disruptions expernenced
during the more inclement winter months. similar questions
asked during the spring or suirizner months, for example, may
yield different estimates of wo " disruptions.)”

The question was asked of women if any of their three
youngest children under 15 years old were cared for by a
grardparent or other relative (excluding their child’s parents
or siblings), or a nonrelative, or if the child was attending a
day/group care center or nursery/preschool. Excluded were
women who only used kindergartens or grade school or if the
child cared for himself. Of the 7.7 million women in this
specified group, 5.9 percent reported losing some time from
work in the last month as a result of a fallure m a child care
arrangement.

"Data from the fviay 1985 Current Population Survey indicate that among
women with children under 18 years old who were employed as full ime
wage and salary workers, about 4 6 percent were absernt from theiwr jobs
for reasons other thaniliness or iInjury {Bruce W. Klein, "Missed Work and
Lost Hours, May 1985," Monthly Labor Review, Voi. 10€, No. 11, November
O . pp 26-30)

. ERIC
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Estimates of child care related work disruptions for women
who have only one child and who use only one type of child
care arrangement while at v ork are shown in table E. Work
wsruptions resulting from failures in child care arrangements
affected 5.5 percent of these 2.6 million working women.
Mos* o1 the percentages in table E are based on sample sizes
too small to ascertain statistically significant differences in
work disruptions among the different population groups

TYable E. Employed Mothers Losing Time from Work
During the Last Month Because of Failures in
Child Care Arrangements

{(Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands. Limited to women with only
one child under age 15 using only one type of child care)

Charactenstic Number Percent
Number of women .. 2,662 5.5
Mantal status*
Married, husband present 1,762 6.0
All other mantal statuses’ 840 44
Employment status:
Full time . e 1,907 5.4
Part time . .. . 695 5.7
Age of child
Less than 5 years old 2,185 61
5 years old and over . 418 2.4
Place of primary care:
Inchid’'s home .. . .. . .. .. 443 5.4
In another home . .. .. 1,256 7.8
Organized coild care facilities . 903 2.3
Day/group care center 605 1.4
Nursery school/preschool 298 43

Includes married, husband absent (including separated), widowed,
divorced, ang never marned
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shown in the table. However, women who use day/group care
centers experience a smailer incidence ot work disruptions
(1.4 percent) than do women who place their children in
someone eise’s home while at work (7.8 percent). Child care
in someone else’'s home may be more susceptible to personal
emergencies or weather-related disruptions that result in
higher rctes of failures in child care arrangements than when
using organized child care facilities where more stacf are
available on a daily basis.

CHANGES IN CHILD CARE ARRANGEMENTS:
JUNE 1982 AND WINTER 1984-85

As previously noted, SIPP child care data were collected
for an expanded age group of children and for more children
in a household than in previous Census Bureau child care
surveys The more encompassing SIPP data base offers the
opportunity to draw comparisons with prior child care surveys
for selected groups of women.

Earlier Census Bureau Current Population Surveys con-
ducted in June 1977 and June 1982 gathered information
about the child care arrangements used by employed women
18 to 44 years old for their youngest child under 5 vears old.
Data from these s: rveys indicated that the only significant
change in the utilization of child care services that occurred
between 1977 and 1982 was an increase in the percentage
of women using organized child care facitities for their children
from 13 percent in 1977 to 16 percent in 19822

Similarly, between June 1982 and winter 1984-85, another
increase was noted in the use of day/group care centers or
nursery schools or preschools (table 3). In 1984-85, 25 per-
cent of the 6 7 million working women who had a child under
5 used some type of organized child care facility for their
youngest child most of the time while they * -e at work, com-
pared with 16 percent in 1982 (figure 1) Hitteen percent of
children under 5 years old were in day or group care centers
in 1984-85, up from 10 percent 'n 1982. In addition, 10 per-
cent of the children under 5 years old were enrolled in nursery
or preschools 1n 1984-85, compared with only 6 percent in
1982 (Comparisons between 1982 ar.d 1984-85 are not
adjusted for posstble seasonality in types of child care
arrangements throughnut the vear.)'?

The ncreased utilization o1 2rganized child care facilities
among working v.omen should be viewed in a broader con
text of increasing e~rolliment among preschool age children
since the 1970, both among wor'arg women and those not
in the labor force'* Enrollment uf children in programs pro-

In t'us section of the report, kindergarten enrollment is included in
the nursery school/preschool category in order to make comparable
estirates with the 1977 and 1982 CPS data sets Data for 1977 and 1982
(exct 1ding reports of "don’t know/no answe'”) were dernived from table
A in Current Population Reports, Series P-22, No 129, op cit. Percent-
ages were zujusted after the removal of don't | nowino ansv .r response

“*Differences in child care arrangements tetwe=~ 1*2, and 1984 85
may par-ly result from seasonal variation in he availability of child care
facilitivs, 1t1s possible that more child care renters or school based venters
are open In the winter months than in June No attempt has been made
to esimate any seasonal variation n child care arrangements

“*For nursery schoot enroliment trends from 1972 to 1982, see Current
Population Reports, Series P 20, No 408, School Enrollment-Social

viding educational enrichment appears to be growing among
women, regardless of their {abor force status. The consensus
among researchers.s that structured preschool programs are
beneficial for a child’'s educational and social development,
particularly n the case o. children from economically disad-
vantaged households.'®

ORGANIZED CHILD CARE FACILITIES

Day and group care services and nursery/preschool based
arrangements constitute the organized child ca.e arrange-
ments usad by employed women with children ur der 5 years
old (table 1). in winter 1984-85, 14 percent (1,142,000) of
children under 5 years old of employed women were in day
and group care centers while another 9 percent (746,000)
were enrolledin nursery or pres.chool programs. The maj -+
of these young children were 3 and 4 years olid {table D).
use of day/group ccre arrangements was higher among women
employed full-time (17 percent) than among women emplsyed
part-time {10 percent) as was nursery/preschool usage (12 and
5 percent, respectively). About one-quarter of the primary
child care provided for the chuidren of part-ime working
women was by the child’'s 1ather which partly accounts for
the low usage of day and group services among these women.

In addition to the mother’'s employment status, the age of
the child 1s another important factor related to the use of
organized child care facilities as the pnmary child care arrange-
ment. The percent distribuaon of pnmary care arrangements
used by the women for their children under 5 years by the
child’s age are shown in figure 2. The use of day/group care
centers increased from 8 percent for children under one year
to 18 percent for children 3 and 4 years old. The increase in
labor force participation among women with infants (from 44
percentin 1982 to 48 percent in 1985) is paralleled by a cor-
responding nise in the use of day care centers for infants from
3.6 percent inJune 1982 '® to 8.4 percent in 1984-85 These
figures suggest that an irncreasing propo. >n of women with
infants are using day care centers as a prmary child care ar-
rangement to enable them to partic.pate in the labor force.

In addition to the child's age, other social and demographic
factors of the child’'s mother appear to be related to the use
of organized child care facihities as the primary child care ar-
rangement. Ficure 3 shows that better educated mothers
make greater use of organized child care facilities for their
preschool-age children. Thirty-one percent of the children of
employed mothers who completed 4 or morea years of college
used erther day/group care centers or aursery:preschools in
winter 1984-85 as their pnmary child care arrangement, com-
pared with 15 percent for the children of employed mothers
who did not complete high school.

Very low usage of organized group care facilities for
preschoolers is noted for women employed in service
occupations {11 percent), compared with usage of these
arrangements by women in either managenal or professional
occupations (30 percent). Women n service occupations tend

*Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Families, op cit, p 20.
'®Current Population Reports, Senies P-23, No 129, op cit, table 2.

& omic Characterist.us of Students October 1982, p. 1,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Figure i.
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Figure 3.
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Source: table 4B

to depend more heavily on parental child care, either by the
women themselves or therr spouses, than do women in
managerial or professional occupations (table 4B). Data from
the May 1985 Current Population Survey indicate that women
who are service workers are more likely to work non-day shifts
(31 percert) than women in professional specialty (10 per-
cent) or managerial {7 percent) occupations Thus, they may
be more able to use their husbands as child care providers
in the evenings while at work '? They may also be less likely
to use organized child care facilities, such as day care centers
and nursery schools, which typically operate during the
daytime hours rather than at night In addition, the lower an-
nual earnings of women In service occupations may affect
their ability to pay for organized child care services. For ex-
ample, the mean annual earnings of women in service
occupations In 1979 were $5,129, much lower than the
earnings of women in managerial occupation ($12,145) or
professional occupations ($11,199).'8

The use of auy/group care centers by the preschool-age
children of Black wamen (21 percent) is significantly higher

?US. Department of Labor, Bureau oi Labor Statistics, unpubhished
tabulations from the May 1985 Current Population Survey
'8U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1980 Census of Pog.lation, Volume 2,

Q 30-2-8B, Subject Reports, Earnings by Occupation and Education.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

20
Percent

than that for children of either White women or Hispanic
women (13 and 12 percent, respectively).’® Data in table 4B
show that children of married women were aiso less likely to
be in day/group care centers (13 percent) than were children
of unmarried women (20 percent). The high use of day care
centers and low percentage of care provided by father at home
among Black children is associated with the mother's marital
status. Only 46 percent of the Black women with children
under 15 years were married and living with their husbands,
compared with 81 percent for White women. Thus, a high
percentage of Black women may be compelled to depend on
day/group care centers for chitd care to compensate for the
absence of the child’s father *1 the household.

SECONDARY CHILD CARE ARRANGEMENTS

One af the principal issues discussed at recent hearings
conducted by the Select Committee on Children, and Youth,
and Families, U.S. House of Representatives, concerned the
lack of data on child care arrangements of school-aged
children 2°. Unlike the two earlier child care surveys conducted

"*No sign.ficant difference 1s found between White women and Hispanic
women In vay/group care utihization

*Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Famiies, op. cit, p 27
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by the Census Bureau in 1977 and 1982, the present SIPP
study covers the after school arrangements of the children
of working mothers. The nhumber and percentage of chidren
using secondary child cdre arrangements are presented in
table 7. (As defined earlier, the secondary child care arrange-
ment refers to the arrangement used second most frequently
during a typical work week.)

Almost 7 mulion children {295 percent of all children under
15) of working mothers use a secondary child care arrange-
ment. Secondary child care arrangements are used by 32
percent of school-age children 5 to 14 years old but by only
13 percent of children under 5 years. The usage of secondary
child care arrangements by school-age children of mothers
employed fuil time I1s about threz times (41 percent) that of
children whose mothers are employed part-time (14 percent).
It is possible that many women who work part time do so
to the extent that they can return from work In ttme to care
for their childien after school.

The types of secondary child care arrangements used by
older ¢hildren who are in school most of the time their mothers
are at work are shown in table F and figure 4. The most
frequently menticned secondary care arrangement provided
for older children whose mothers are employed full-time 1s care
in the child’s own home {42 percent). Another 24 percent are

Figure 4.

cared for in someone else’'s home, v hile about 321,000
children (7 percent) attend day’‘group care centers after school.

Aitogetner, i miiiion chiidren of employed mothers
(including those working part time) cared far themselves after
school while their mcthers were working.? Data on child care
arrangements used by women with school-age children are
probably different during the summer months when school
1s out and parents are forced to seek alternative arrangemer.ts
during daytime ours while they are at work.

COST OF CHILD CARE ARRANGEMENTS

Weekly expenses for child care were collected in SIPP for
all of the women's children under 15 years of age living in the
household. The question was asked of women if any of

1A recent estimate from the December 1984 Current Population Survey
placed the number of children 5 to 13 years old of full-time working
mothers who were left unsupervised after school hours at 1.4 million (See
Current Papulation Reports, Senes P-23, No. 149, op cit) Data shown
in table F, indicate only the secondary arrangements used by children who
are in school most of the time their mothers are at work. Table 7 shows
that 354,000 5-t0-14-year-old children of full-time working mothers and
134,000 5-to-14-year-old children of part-time working mothers were in
thewr own care while the mother worked ac the primary type of chiid care
arrangement Undoubtedly, most of these children also went to school
but may not have been in school most of the time while theirr mothers
were at work leg., the mother worked in the 2venings or on weekends)

Secondary Care Arrangements of Grade School Chiidren, by
Employment Status of Mother
(Winter 1984-85)
Percent
100— 12 07— \
90— 4.6 i 133 gﬁ DOther arrangements
2 & [JParent cares for chitd
80— Child cares for self
— Day/group care
70 b— 0.7 ]
ol nCare in another home
L g .Care in child’s home
20—
10 boem
o o -
Full time Part time

Q
Source: table F
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Table F. Secondary Child Care Arrangements for Children 5 to 14 Who are in School Most of the Time

While Their Mothers are at Work
{(Winter 1984-85. Numbers 'n thousands)

Type of Total Employed full ume Employed part time

child care

arrangement Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Number of children C 5,037 100.0 4,320 100.0 716 100.0

Care In child’s home . . e 2,094 41.6 1,797 41.6 296 41.3
By father. ... . 809 161 664 16 4 145 20.3
By grandparent . . . 264 52 235 54 28 3.9
By other relative . . . .. 832 16.5 748 17.3 84 1.7
By nonrelative . . .. . . 189 3.8 150 3.5 39 5.4

Care in another heme . . 1,258 25.0 1,033 23.9 227 31.7
By grandparent ., | . . . 404 8.0 338 7.8 66 9.2
By other relative ... . 209 4.1 155 3.6 55 7.7
By nonrelative . .. ... . . 645 128 540 125 106 14 8

Organized child care faciities . 344 68 334 77 9 1.3
Day/group care center . 327 6.5 321 7.4 5 0.7
Nursery school/p:eschool . 17 03 13 03 4 06

Kindergarten/grade school . . 38 0.8 38 0.9 0 0.0

Child cares for self ... . 1,006 200 918 213 88 123

Parent cares for chid® . . . 294 5.8 199 4.6 95 133

'Includes mothers working at home or away from home.

their three youngest children under age 15 were cared
for by a grandparent or other relative, a nonrelative, or If any
children were placed in day/group care centers or in a
nursery/preschool Excluded were women who used only
family members (i.e., the child’s father or siblings) or used only
kindergartens/grade schools or if the child cared for himself
or herself. Therefore, cash transfers to family members or
payments for schooling were not included in child care costs.
Of the 7.7 million women in this specified group, 69 percent
{5 3 million) responded that some cash payment was made
for receiving child care services for at least one of their children
(tabie 8).

Seventy-two percent of mothers employed full time paid for
child care services, compared with 60 percent of mothers
employed part time. Payments for child care were also made
more frequently by married women than by unmarried women
{72 and 61 percent, respectively). Among women whose
youngest child was under 5 years old, 72 percent paid for child
care services; data from the June 1982 CPS zso showed that
77 percent made some cash payment for their youngest child
under 5 years old.?? Altogether, fot \he 5.3 million women
paying cash for child care services the median chid care
expenditure was $ 38 per week. Twenty-nine percent of these
women paid $50 or more per week for their chid care
arrangements.

Because of analytical complexities in properly attributing
child care costs to specific types of arrangements (see discus
sion in appendix D), the child care expenditures shown in
table G are hmited to women with only one child who also
used only one type of child care arrangement. The median
child care expenditures paid by this group of women was $39
per week. Twenty-seven percent of these women paid more
than $50 per week per child for child care errangements, The

Q **Current Population Feports, Seres P-23, No 129, op cit, taple 5.

RIC
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cost of child care 1s less expensive when provided by relatives
than by nonrelatives or organized child care facilities. Only 1
in 10 women paid over $50 per week for care by relatives,
compared with 1 .un 3 for child care services provided by

nonrelatives or by organized child care facihties. Other
estimates suggest that child care costs average $45 to $75

per week for preschoolers and over $100 per week for care
in day care centers or for housekeepers performing child care
duties in the child’s home.??

The Federal Government currently approves child care costs
as work related expenses fc. dependent chiidren under 15
years old when both spouses work full time or when one
spouse works full-time and the other works part time or is
a student. Divorced or separated parents who have custody
of children and single parents may also claim a tax credit for
these expenses. Tax laws permit between 20 anu 30 percent
of annual child care expendiwures {on a base of up to $2,400
for the first child and $ 4,80 for two or more children) to be
used as a tax credit. For the ta. year 1984, 2.6 billion dollars
of tax credits were filed on 7.5 mullion individual income tax
returns.?*

Data from SIPP for winter 1984-85 show that 5.3 million
women who were employed at this time and who had at least
one child under 15 years old paid cash for child care
arrangements (table 8). This estimate is smaller than the
preceding IRS estimate of 7.5 million for several reasons,
principally because the SIPP estimate in this table includes
only 'wvemen who were working during the survey reference
period. The IRS estimate, however, is based on claims by

BSelect Committee on Children, Youth, and Families, op cit., pp 17-18,
and Martin O’Connell and David E Bloom, "Juggling Jobs and Babies
America's Child Care Challenge,” Population Trends and Public Policy, No
12 (Washington, DC.. Population Reference Bureau, 1987).

*internal Revenue Service, “Individual Income Tax Returns 1984,
Statistics of the Income Division of the Internal Revenue Service, Publica-
tion No. 1304 (Revision of November 1986), tables 13 and 14
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Characteristics

Table G. Percent Distribution of Weekly Cash Payments Made by Employed Mothers With One Zhild, by Selected

{(Numbers 1n thousands Limited to mothers using only one child care arrangement)

Paying cash

$10  $20 $30 %40 $EQ  $60 870

Under to to to to to to and Median
$10 $19 $29 $39 $A49

$88 $69 over {dollars)

Charactenstic Not
paying
Total cash Number Total
Number of women 2,602 893 1,709 100.0
Type of arrangement:
Care by relatives 943 5806 363 100.0
Care by nonrela’ ives 757 99 658 100.0
Organized child care facihties 903 215 688 100.0
Age of chird:
Less than 1 year old 475 212 263 100.0
1 and 2 years old 970 304 666 100.0
3 and 4 years old 739 189 550 1000
5 and 14 years old 417 188 229 1000
Employment status
Full ume 1,908 565 1,343 1000
Part ume . 695 329 366 1000
Mantal status:
Marrnied husband present 1,762 541 1,221 1000
All other martital statuses’ 841 353 488 100.0

32 59 20.7 21.7 21.3 155 59 5.8 39.3

49 106 41.0 235 10.3 6.1 25 1.2 28.4
2.8 59 187 205 19.0 17.2 67 9.2 411
27 34 119 220 295 189 69 4.8 43.5
29 104 137 21.2 164 155 3.4 16.5 41.1
2.8 41 27.2 19.1 18.0 14.2 9.1 5.5 38.4
5.1 53 159 254 245 171 38 2.9 394

74 214 211 293 1565 4.2 1.0 40.1
0.9 24 16.7 23.2 248 19.0 71 60 427
16 188 3556 162 8.8 2.9 13 654 25.5
35 45 204 204 209 176 6.3 6.3 40.6
2.3 95 214 250 224 103 4.7 4.3 36.8

"Includes marrnied, husband absent {including separated), widowed, divorced, and never married women
Note. M .dian cash payments derived from more detailed distribution of dollar amounts

parents with dependent children who may have worked at any
time during the celendar year. (The SIPP data in table 8
also exclude men with dependent children and uremployed
women who were students and paid cash for chid care
arrangements )

If the weekly estimates »f child care expenditures dernved
from SIPP for winter 1984-85 were assumed to be representa-
tive of costs over the entire year, child care arrangements

Figure 5.

made by working women over the course of a year could
exceed 11 billion dollars {figure §). The actual child care ex-
penditures made by families may differ from this estimate
pecause of seasonality in employment conditions, variations
in the number of hours worked per week, and changes in child
care arrangements used by women during the year (especially
when schools are closed).

Amount Spent Annually on Child Care Arrangements, by

Marital Status of Working Women

Total Annual Expenditures
$11.1 billion

Married, spouse present
$8.6 billion

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Widowed and divorced
$1.3 billion

Married,spouse absent
and separated
$0.6 billion

Never married
$0.6 billion
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A recent Supreme Court decision in California Federal
Savings and Loan Association v. Guerra, has upheld a
Cahfornia law requiting employers to grant up to four months
leave to women medically disabled by pregnancy or childbirth.
This ruling, by preserving job retention, may encourage women
to return to work shortly after childbirth knowing that a job
is still waiting for them without any penalty for taking a leave
of absence. This may potentially increase tt.e demand for child
care services for women with infants, thus making child care
costs a more integral component of the family budget in
the future.

NOTE ON ESTIMATES

Estimates of primary and secondary child care ar-
rangements shown In this report are based on respondents’

answers to the question of what their child was usually do-
ing during the time that they were at work. The estimates
of the number of children being left unsupervised by an adult
during this period may be underestiniated by those
respondents who perceive that leaving the child unattended
while at work may be interp. eted as a socially undesirable
response. In some cases, parents —out of concern for their
child's safety—may be unwiling to reveal ther child's
whereabouts when asked about this subject. The misrepor-
ting of any specific child care airangement may affect the
overall distribution of child care arrangements shown In this
report. In all cases, the interviewer accepted the respondent’s
answers and did not question the validity of the response.
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Table 1. Primary Child Care Arrangements of Children Under 15. by Marital and Employment Status of Their Mothe:s

(Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

All mothers with Mothers with children under Mothers with children
children 5 years 5 to 14 years
Manital statizo of
mother and type of Employed Employed Employed Employed Emptoved Employed
child care arrangement Total full tme part time Total full time  part time Total full ime  part time
All Marital Statuses
Number of children .. 26,455 16,812 9,643 8,168 5,060 3,108 18,287 11,752 6,535
Percent. . . .. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 0 100.0
Care in child’'s home . . 178 14.8 23.0 31.0 ~1.4 41.8 11.8 10.6 14.1
By father . 9.4 67 14.1 15.7 10.7 23.8 6.6 5.0 95
By grandparent 2.7 2.5 3.0 5.7 51 6.7 1.3 1.4 1.2
By other relative .. 3.0 3.2 2.7 3.7 3.6 4.0 27 3.0 2.2
By nonrelative . ..... 26 2.3 3.1 59 50 7.3 1.1 1.1 1.1
Care in another home 14.4 15.9 11.7 37.0 42.2 28.4 4.3 4.6 3.7
By grandparent 4.3 44 4.1 10.2 10.5 9.7 1.7 1.8 1.5
By other relative . 1.8 1.7 1.9 4.5 42 5.0 05 0.6 0.4
By nonrelative . .. ... .. 8.3 9.8 5.7 22.3 27.5 13.8 2.7 2.2 18
Organized child care facilities . . 9.1 10.8 6.1 23.1 28.0 15.2 2.8 3.6 1.6
Day/group care center 54 6.3 3.9 140 165 99 1.6 2.0 1.0
Nursery school/preschool . 3.7 4.5 2.2 91 11.5 5.3 1.2 1.6 06
Kindergarten/grade school 52.2 53.4 50.2 08 04 1.3 75 2 76.2 73 4
Chitd cares for self 18 2.1 1.4 - - - 2.7 3.0 2.1
Parent cares for child' 4.7 3.0 7.8 8.1 50 133 32 2.1 5.1
Married, Husband Present
Number of children . . 20,839 12,475 8,364 6,637 4,051 2,586 14,202 8,424 5,778
Percent ....... . . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Care In child’s home ... 18.7 15.8 22.9 31.3 24.7 41.6 12.8 11.6 14.6
By father ... .. el 11.7 9.0 15.8 18.8 13.1 27.8 8.4 7.0 10.0
By grandparent . . .. .. 1.9 2.0 1.6 3.3 3.7 27 1.2 12 1.2
By other relative 2.2 2.3 2.1 2.6 2.4 2.9 2.0 2.3 1.7
By nonrelative 2.9 2.5 3.4 6.5 5.5 8.2 1.1 [ 1.2
Care in another home . 14.1 16.7 10.2 36.5 42.8 26.5 3.6 41 2.8
By grandparent 4.2 4.7 3.6 10.6 11.4 9.5 1.3 1.5 0.9
By other relative . . . 1.6 1.7 1.4 4.1 4.3 3.7 0.4 0.5 0.4
By nonrelative .. 82 10.3 5.2 21.8 271 13.4 19 2.1 1.6
Organized child care facilities 9.0 11.2 5.6 22.3 27.1 14.7 2.8 3.6 15
Day/group care center 5.1 6.4 3.2 127 153 86 1.6 21 0.8
Nursery school/preschool 3.9 48 24 9.6 11.8 6.1 12 1.5 0.7
Kindergarten/grade schoot 514 51.3 517 0.8 04 14 75 1 75.8 74.1
Child cares for self 1.6 1.9 1.1 - - - 23 28 1.7
Parent cares for chitd’ 53 31 8.5 9.2 5¢ 15 8 3.4 22 5.3
All Other Marital Statuses?
Number of children 5,616 4,337 1,279 1,531 1,009 522 4,085 3,328 757
Percent. 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Care in child’s home 14.4 11.6 235 30.0 23.2 43.1 85 81 10.0
By father .. .. 09 0.3 30 2.2 13 40 04 - 2.4
By grandparent . 5.7 3.9 120 16.2 10.7 26.8 1.8 18 1.7
By other relative 61 5.8 7.1 8.6 83 9.2 51 5.0 5.7
By nonrelative 1.6 17 1.4 2.9 29 31 12 14 0.3
Care In another home 16 F 137 21.6 39.1 39.7 37.9 67 5.9 10.3
By grandparent . 4.5 3.6 76 8.3 71 105 31 25 5.5
By other relative . 2.5 1.7 5.2 6.4 3.8 115 10 1.1 08
By nonrelative . . 8.5 8.5 88 24.4 28 8 159 2.6 23 4.0
Organized chitd care facilities 9.6 9.8 87 26.7 314 17 6 31 33 2.6
Day/group care center 6.6 6.1 82 19.6 21.3 16.3 1.7 1.5 2.6
Nursery school/preschool 3.0 37 0.5 7.1 10.1 1.3 1.4 1.8 -
Kindergarten/grade school . 55 1 59 4 40.5 06 05 08 755 77.3 67.9
Child cares for self . . 28 2.7 30 - - - 3.8 35 50
Parent cares for child' 2.7 2.6 2.8 3.5 5.0 0.8 2.3 19 4.2

YInciudes women working at home or away from home
YIncludes marned, husband absent (including separated), widowed, divorced, and never-married women
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Table 2. Employed Mothers Losing Time from Work During the Last Month Because of Failures in
Child Care Arrangements, by Selected Characteristics

(Winter 1884-88 Numbers in thousands

All women Married, hushand present All other manital statuses?
Characteristic
Number Percent Number Numbor Oercent

Number of women . . 7,713 5.9 5,495 2,218 5.6
Number of children:

Tchild ......... 3,746 5.5 2,416 5.2 1,329 5.8

2children ... ....... 3,041 54 2,360 55 681 4.7

3 or more children. . .. 926 9.6 719 0.3 208 7.2
Age of youngest child:

Less than 1 year old .. 983 8.7 796 91 187 (B)

1 and 2 years old 2,297 5.2 1,774 5.2 523 5.2

3and 4 yearsold ....... 2,074 6.3 1,492 7.6 583 2.9

5 years old and over 2,360 5.0 1,434 37 925 7.2
Employment status:

Full time e e 5,686 55 3,998 7 1,688 5.1

Parttime............. 2,027 7.0 1,497 9 530 7.2

'Includes married, husband absent {including separated), widowed, divorced, and never-married women

Note Limited to women who use relatives, nonrelatives, day/group care centers, nurseries: preschools {excluding kindergaiten,gradeschooli in either
a primary or secondary arrzngement for any of thewr youngest children under 15 years
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Table 3. Primary Child Care Arrangemants of the Youngest Child Under 5. by Marital and Employment Status
of the Mother: Winter 1984-85 and June 1982
{(Women 18 to 44 years oid. Numbers in thousands}
Winter 1984-85 June 1982
Marital status of
mother and type of Employed Employed Employed Employed
child care arrangement Total 2l time part time Total full time part time
All Marital Statuses
Number of children . 6,666 4,263 2,403 4,826 3,088 1,738
Percent . e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Care in child’s home . 28.8 23.2 39.2 32.1 27.2 41.2
By father 14.4 10.4 21.5 14.6 10.9 21.3
By grandparent 5.5 4.9 6.7 6.2 5.7 7.1
By other relative . . 3.6 3.2 4.5 5.5 5.2 6.2
By nonrelative . . 5.3 47 65 5.8 5.4 6.6
Care in another home ....... 38.0 42.7 29.9 42.4 46.2 35.8
By grandparent . .. 10.9 11.2 10.5 19 12.5 10.9
By other relative 4.8 4.7 5.0 7.3 8.3 5.6
By nonrelative . . .. 22.3 26.8 14.4 23.2 25.4 19.3
Orgamized child care facihties . . 24.8 29.8 16.6 156 19.8 7.9
Day/group care center . 14.8 17 8 10.3 9.7 12.2 5.1
Nursery school/preschool® . 10.0 12.0 6.3 5.9 7.6 2.8
Parent cares for child? . . 8.3 ) 14.2 9.6 6.5 15.1
Other arrangements?® - - - 0.3 0.1
Married, Husband Preseat
Number of children . . .. 5,311 3,350 1,961 3,894 2,398 1,496
Percent ... . 1007 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Care in child’s home 8.9 233 38.6 31.8 27.0 39.6
By father . 17.5 129 256 17.6 13.5 24.2
By grandparent . 3.1 3.6 2.3 4.6 45 4.9
By other relative 2.3 1.6 3.4 4.6 4.5 4.8
By nonrelative . . 6.0 52 7.3 5.0 4.5 5.9
Care in another home . 37.5 43.1 27.9 42.9 47.3 35.7
By grandparent . 113 121 10.0 12.1 12.4 11.5
By other relative . 4.5 4.9 38 69 81 5.0
By nonrelative . . 21.7 26.1 14.1 23.9 26.8 19 2
Organized child care faciliies . 24 0 28.5 16.4 14 1 18.2 7.6
Day/group care center ... .. 138 16.5 9.2 9.0 1.7 4.8
Nursery school/preschool’ 10.2 12.0 7.2 5.1 6.5 2.8
Parent cares for child®> ..... 96 5.2 17.2 1.5 7.4 16.9
Other arrangments® . ... .. - - - 02 02 -
All Other Marital Statuses*
Number of children 1,356 913 442 932 690 242
Percent. . e 1000 100.0 101.0 1000 100.0 100.0
Care In child’s home . 28.9 22.6 42.2 337 28.0 49.8
By father . .. . ..... 21 1.4 3.7 2.0 1.6 3.3
By grandparent .. ... .. 15.1 9.8 26.2 13.1 103 21.0
By other relative 9.0 88 9.3 9.3 7.5 14.4
By nonrelative . . . 2.7 2.6 3.0 9.3 8.6 1.1
Care in another home . .. 40.4 41.1 39.1 407 42.4 35.8
By grandparent . .. 94 7.8 12.8 11.3 12.9 7.0
By other relative . 6.0 38 10.6 9.0 9.1 8.6
By nonrelative 25.0 29.5 15.7 20.4 20.4 20.2
Orgamized chid care facilives . . 27.5 32.2 17.7 21.5 25.5 10.3
Day/group care center . 18.5 20.2 15.0 12.4 14.2 7.4
Nursery school/preschool! 9.0 12.0 2.7 9.1 1.3 2.9
Parent cares for child? 3.1 4.1 1.0 3.5 3.3 4.1
Other arrangements? . . . - - 0.5 0.7 -

'Includes a small number of children enrolled in kindergarten

IIncludes women working at home or away from home.

3includes child taking care of self

*Includes marnied, husband absent (including separated), widowed, divorced, and never-married women
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Table 4. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used bv Employed Mothers for Children Under 15, by
Characteristics of Their Mothers

Pait A. All Childisn |

{Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

Type of primary child care arrangement

Charactenistic Care in child’s home by— Care in another home by—
of mother Day/ Kinder- Child Mother
Number group Nursery/ garten/ cares cares
of Grand- Other Non- Grand Other  Non- care pre- grade  for for
children Total Father parent relative relative parent relatve relatve center school school self  child'
Nuinber of children . ... . .. 26,455 100.0 9.4 2.7 3.0 2.6 4.3 1.8 8.3 5.4 3.7 52.2 1.8 4.7
Race and Hispanic origin:
White. ... ... ....... 21,897 100.0 10.2 2.3 2.2 2.9 44 1.6 8.6 5.0 3.5 52.4 1.9 5.3
Black .. ... ..... ... 3,783 1000 5.0 4.5 7.7 1.3 5.6 3.1 6.7 7.8 4.0 51.6 1.3 1.3
Hispanic? ............. 1,650 100.0 10.5 61 3.5 3.0 7.6 12 46 5.6 3.5 48.4 3.1 2.9
Marital status:
Married, husband present . .. 20,839 100.0 11.7 1.9 2.2 2.9 4.2 1.6 8.2 51 3.2 51.4 1.6 5.3
All other mantal statuses®. .. 5,616 100.0 0.9 5.7 6.1 1.6 4.5 2.5 8.5 6.6 3.0 55.1 2.8 2.7
Educational attainment:
Not a high schoo! graduate. . 4,037 1000 12.3 4.1 4.4 24 4.7 3.4 49 3.2 24 52.3 2.1 3.7
High schoo! graduate ... .. 11,954 1000 9.7 2.8 3.5 1.4 5.4 1.7 80 5.3 30 52.6 1.9 4.6
College: 1 to 3 years .... .. 5,504 100.0 10.7 2.3 2.7 2.3 3.6 1.4 9.7 6.1 4.0 496 1.8 3.7
4 ormoreyears .. 4,959 100.0 5.0 1.7 1.2 5.8 2.1 1.0 10.2 689 60 54,1 1.5 4.7
Occupatien:*
Managerial-professional .... 5,727 1000 6.8 1.4 1.1 4.3 2.7 1.2 10.1 6.5 5.3 55.7 1.8 3.1
Technical, sales, and
administrative support .. .. 11,532 100.0 85 2.8 2.8 2.5 4.4 1.4 8.7 6.3 4.2 52.6 1.8 3.6
Service workers. ... ...... 5,152 100.0 14.8 3.1 4.4 1.7 3.6 21 5.3 3.0 1.5 47.2 20 113
Precision production,
craft, and repair. .. ...... 662 1000 7.9 2.6 0.6 1.7 5.7 29 104 23 4.7 57.4 1.5 2.3
Operators, fabricators,
and laborers ........... 3,083 100.0 10.0 3.7 5.6 1.3 7.9 36 84 3.3 2.5 51.2 1.7 0.9
Farming, forestry,
and fishing ............ 265 100.0 - 6.4 4.3 3.0 2.6 2.3 42 1.1 1.5 58.1 3.4 121

'Includes vsomen working at home or away from home.

2Parsons o Hispanic origin may be of any race.

*Includes marned, husband absent (including separated), widowed, divorced, and never-married women.
‘Excludes women in the Armed Forces.
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Table 4. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used by Employed Mothers for Children Under 15, by

Characteristics of Their Mothers— Continusd

Part B. Children Under 5 Years

(Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

Type of primary child care arrangement

Characteristic Care in child’'s home by— Care in another home by—
of mother Day/ Kinder- Child Mother
Nunwer group Nursery/ garten/ cares cares
of Grand- Other Non- Grand- Other Non-  care pre-  graoe for for
children Total Father parent relative relative parent relative relative center school schorm  self chid'
Number of children . ...... 8,168 1000 15.7 5.7 3.7 59 10.2 45 223 140 9.1 0.8 8.1
Race and Hispanic ongin.
White....... .. .. ... 6,778100.0 174 49 2.7 6.4 102 3.9 229 127 8.7 0.8 9.3
Black ... ..., 1,131 100.0 58 B.7 106 3.7 11.0 88 1B.3 214 9.8 0.4 1.8
Hispanic? ... . ... ... 538 100.0 184 121 5.0 6.9 16.5 26 13.0 1.9 B.6 0.7 4.1
Marital status:
Married, husband present ... 6,637 100.0 1B. 3.3 2.6 6.5 106 4.1 21.8 127 9.6 0.8 9.2
All other mantal statuses?® 1,631 100.0 2.2 16.2 8.6 2.9 B.3 6.4 244 196 7.1 0.6 3.5
Educational attainment:
Not a high school graduate . 1,209 100.0 198 8.8 7.0 6.4 105 84 148 78 7.2 0.5 - 8.9
High school graduate 3,523 100.0 16.7 6.3 4.2 26 139 44 223 144 7.8 0.9 - 67
College: 1 to 3 years.. ... 1,806 1000 18.2 5.6 2.8 4.5 8.3 40 226 14.7 8.7 0.3 10.2
4 or more years . . . 1,620 1000 7.9 2.5 1.3 14.2 4.2 2.3 274 16.8 13.9 1.2 8.3
Occupation:*
Managenal-professionat . ... 1,750 100.0 12.1 1.8 1.1 1.4 6.2 3.4 28.1 169 13.5 1.1 .5
Technical, sales, and
administrative support . ... 3,608 100.0 149 6.0 26 50 109 3.9 228 17.6 9.9 0.6 5.8
Service workers .. ... . 1,657 100.0 238 7.6 6.7 3.6 77 47 145 68 3.7 0.7 20.2
Precision production,
craft, anC reparr. ... ... . 180 100.0 (8) (8) (8) (8) (8) (8) (8) (8) (8) 8) (8) (8)
Operators, fabricators,
and laborers .. .. . . 877 100.0 13.0 8.2 79 21 193 87 221 8.4 7.2 13 2.2
Farming, forestry,
and fishing .... ..... 81 100.0 (8) (8) 8 (8) (8 (8) (8) (8) (8) (B) (B) (B

YIncludes women working at home or away from home.

2persons of Hispanic ongin may be of any race.

3Includes marnied, husband absent (including separated), widowed, divorced, and never-marned women
‘Excludes women in the Amed Forces.
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Table 4. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used by Employed Mothers for Children Undar 15, by
Characteristics of Their Mothers — Continued
Part €. Childven 5 to 14 Years
{Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)
Type of crimary child care arrangement
Charactenstic Care in child’s home by— Care in another home by—
of mother Day/ ¥inder- Child Mother
Number group Nursery/ garten/ cares cares
of Srand-  Other  Non- Grand- Other  Non-  care pre- grade  for for
children  Total Father parent relatve relative parent relative relative center school school  self child’
Number of children . . ... 18,287 100.0 6.6 1.3 2.7 1.1 1.7 0.5 2.1 1.6 1.2 75.2 2.7 3.2
Race and Hispanic
White ........ ....... 15,119 100.0 7.0 11 2.0 1.3 1.3 0.5 2.2 1.5 1.2 75.6 2.8 3.5
Black ....... cee ... 2,8521000 4.7 2.8 6.5 0.2 3.4 0.7 1.7 2.0 1.6 735 1.9 1.1
Hispamicz ... ... ...... 1,112 100.0 6.7 3.1 2.8 1.1 3.2 0.4 0.5 2.5 1.1 714 46 2.3
Mantal status:
Married, husband present . .. 14,202 1000 84 1.2 2.0 1.1 1.3 0.4 1.9 1.6 1.2 751 23 3.4
All other marital statuses®. .. 4,085 1000 0.4 1.8 5.1 1.2 3.1 1.0 26 1.7 1.4 75.5 3.8 2.3
Educatiunal attainment:
Not a high school graduate. . 2,828 100.0 9.2 2.2 3.3 0.7 2.3 1.3 06 1.3 0.4 74.4 34 1.4
High school graduate . .. .. 8,431 1000 6.8 1.3 3.2 1.0 1.9 0.6 2.1 1.5 1.0 742 27 3.8
College: 1to 3years . ... 3,6981000 7.1 0.7 2.7 1.3 1.4 0.1 3.4 1.8 1.7 73.7 2.7 3.4
4 or more years ... 3,329 100.0 3.5 1.3 1.1 1.8 1.0 0.3 1.7 23 2.1 800 2.2 2.9
Occupation:*
Managerial-professional . ... 3,977 1000 45 1.3 1.1 1.2 1.2 .3 2.1 1.9 1.7 797 2.6 2.4
Technical, sales, and
administrative support . . 7,924 1000 56 1.3 2.8 1.4 1.4 0.2 22 2.0 1.5 76.3 2.6 2.6
Service workers. .. .. ... . 3,495 100.0 105 1.0 3.4 0.7 1.6 0.8 0.9 1.1 0.5 69.3 3.0 7.1
Precision production,
craft, and repair, ... . . 4821000 58 0.8 0.8 - 21 1.7 39 1.5 788 2.1 2.3
Operators, fabricators,
and laborers . . . .. ... 2,212 1000 8.8 1.9 4.7 1.0 3.3 1.6 3.0 1.2 06 711 23 0.4
Farming, forestry, and
fishing ,......... Co 184 100.0 8) 8) (B) 8) (8) (8) (8 (8) (8) |8 . (8)

‘Includes women working at home or away from home.

*Persons of Hispanic ongin may be of any race.

Jncludes marrned, husband absent lincluding separated), widowed, divorced, and never-married women.
*Excludes women n the Armed Forces.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




19

Table 5. Primary Child Care Arrangernents Used by Full-Time Working Mothers for Children Under 15, by
Characteristics of Their Mothers

Part A. All Children

{Winter 1984-85. Numbers 1n thousands}

Type of pnmary child care arrangement

Characteristic Care 1n child’s home by— Care in another home by—
of mother Day/ Kinder- Child Mother
Number group Nursery/ garten/ cares cares
of Grand- Other Non- Grand- Othar  Non- care pre- grade  for for

children Total Father parent relative relative parent relative relative center school school seli chid'

Number of children . 16,812 1000 6.7 25 3.2 2.3 4.4 1.7 9.8 6.3 4.5 53.4 2.1 3.0
Race and Hispanic ongin.

White . . 13,2081000 7.0 21 2.3 2.5 4.3 1.5 106 6.3 4.4 53.6 2.2 3.2

Black ... e 2,977 1000 52 3.8 7.5 1.4 5.1 2.4 6.7 6.8 4.7 53.2 1.6 1.4

Hispanic? . 1,141 1000 7.5 6.3 38 4.3 6.9 1.0 55 6.5 45 470 34 3.0

Mantal status:

Married, husband present 12,475 1000 90 2.0 23 2.5 4.7 1.7 103 6.4 4.8 51.3 1.9 3.1
All other mantal statuses* . 4,337 1000 0.3 3.9 58 1.7 3.6 1.7 85 6.1 37 59.4 2.7 2.6
Educational attainment:
Not a high school graduate . 2,548 100.0 104 3.4 45 1.9 43 3.5 55 4.9 3.6 53.8 2.7 1.6
High school graduate 7,746 1000 6.7 2.4 3.5 1.8 5.6 1.5 9.6 6.1 3.9 53.0 22 3.5
College: 1 to 3 years . . 3,347 1000 78 2.5 3.3 1.9 3.9 1.1 109 7.1 5.2 51.7 1.6 2.9
4 or more years . 3,170 100.0 29 2.0 1.2 4.0 2.1 1.4 12.5 7.5 6.2 55,8 1.8 2.7
Occupation:*
Managenal-professional . . 3,789 1000 45 1.7 1.3 3.2 3.4 10 116 70 5.6 61.1 2.1 1.6
Technical, sales, and
adnunistrative support . 7,399 1000 55 3.0 3.0 22 4.0 1.2 100 8.2 55 53.9 2.1 1.3
Service workers . . . 2,367 1000 10.3 1.9 46 1.9 2.4 1.9 7.4 3.3 16 484 2.7 136
Precision production,
craft, and repair. . . 5711000 9.1 2.1 0.7 19 5.8 25 11.2 2.6 5.4 55.5 1.8 1.1
Operators, fabricators,
and laborers . . ... 2,518 100.0 107 2.7 5.6 1.4 8.8 3.9 86 3.5 29 50.0 1.6 0.4
Farming, forestry, and
fishing . . 138 100.0 (B} (8) (B) (B) (B) (B (B) (B (B (B} (B (B}

'Includes women working at home or away from home

Persons of Hispanic ongin may be of any race.

3Includes married, husband absent (including separated), widowed, divorced, and never married women.
‘Excludes women in the Armed Forces
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Table 5. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used by Full-Tiine Working Mothers for Children Under 15, by
Characteristics of Their Mothers —Continued

Part B. Children Under 5 Years

{(Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

Type of primary child care arrangement

Characteristic Care in child’s home by— Care ™~ another home by—
of mother Day/ Kinder- Child Mother
Number ' group Nursery/ garten/ cares cares
of Grand- Other  Non- Grand- Other Non- care pre- grade  for for

chidren Total Father parent relative relative parent relative relative center school school self  chid'

Number of children . 5,060 100.0 10.7 5.1 3.6 5.0 105 4.2 27.5 16.5 11.5 0.4 - 5.0
Race and Hispanic origin:
White.. .. e 4,043 1000 116 4.5 2.3 51 108 3.7 295 159 10.8 05 5.5
Black ..... ...... . 808 1000 6.1 5.8 10.6 46 111 73 18.8 20.2 127 - 2.5
Hieganic? .. ...... . 386 100.0 13.2 140 31 9.6 13.7 16 148 15.0 10.1 10 3.6
Marital status:
Married, husband present . . 4,051 100.0 131 3.7 24 5.5 11.4 43 27.1 15.3 11.8 0.4 5.0
All other mantal statuses* . 1,009 100.0 1.3 10.7 8.3 2.9 7.1 3.8 28.8 213 101 0.5 5.0
Educational attainment:
Not a high school graduate . 699 1000 146 8.6 6.6 7.0 8.8 75 17.9 126 11.6 0.9 4.0
High school graduate . . . . 2,339 1000 11.7 5.0 3.9 3.0 142 4.1 26.7 15.9 97 0.5 5.2
College: 1 to 3 years .. .. 1,030 1000 126 5.6 3.3 3.8 9.5 30 283 178 11.9 - 43
4 or mr.e years. . .. 9931000 27 23 1.2 9.3 4.3 33 351 195 15.0 04 - 5.8
Occupation:*
Managerial-professicnal .. 1,107 100.0 77 2.2 1.4 8.0 7.9 3 349 189 147 0.4 - 1.5
Technical, sales, and
administrative support ... 2,245100.0 10.2 6.5 2.7 4.3 8.9 36 28.0 21.2 13.o - - 2.0
Service workers . . R 706 100.0 17.4 3.1 5.2 5.2 8.1 3.7 210 85 3.5 0.8 - 235
Precision production, craft,
and repair .. ..... R 162 1000 (B) (B) (B (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (8 (B (B)
Operators, fabricators,
and laborers . .. 769 100.0 12.7 7.0 7.4 20 203 96 22.1 85 79 14 - 1.3

Farming, forestry, and fishing 54 1000 (B8} (B) ® ® ® (@ (B) (B ®) 8 (B8 (B

'Includes women working at home or awzy from home

*Persons of Hispanic ongin may be of any race.

2Includes married, husband absent {including separated), widowed, divorced, and never marned women
‘Excludes women in the Armed Forces.
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Table 5. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used by Full-Time Working Mothers for Children Under 15, bv
Characteristics of Their Mothers—Continued

Part C. Children 5 to 14 Years

{(Winter 1984-85. Numbers i thousands!

Charactenistic

Type of pnmary child care arrangement

Care in child’s home by—

Care 1n another * cme by —

of mother — . Day/ Kinder- C'ald Mother
Number group Nursery/ garten/ cares cares
of Grand- Other Non- Grand- Other Non-  care pre-  grade for for
ch'dren Total Father parent relatve relatve parent relative relative center school school self child'
Number of children 11,752 1000 50 14 30 11 18 0.6 22 2.0 1.6 76.2 3.0 2.1
Race and Hispanic
White . .. 9,165 100.0 5.1 1.0 2.3 1.4 1.5 0.6 23 2.0 1.6 77.0 3.4 2.2
Black .. 2,169 100.0 49 30 63 0.3 29 0.6 21 18 1.7 73.0 2.2 1.1
Hispanic? . . .. ce 7551000 46 24 41 1.6 34 0.7 08 2.1 1.6 705 5.2 2.6
Martal status:
Married, husband present . 8,424 100.0 7.0 1.2 2.3 1.1 1.1 1.5 2.1 2. 1.5 758 2.8 2.2
All 0" 2r manital statuses® 3,328 100.0 1.8 5.0 1.4 2.5 1.1 2.3 1.5 1.8 77.3 3.5 1.9
Educational attainmeni.:
Not a high school graduate 1,849 100.0 8.8 1.5 3.7 - 26 1.9 0.8 1.9 0.6 73.8 3.7 G.7
High school graduate 5,407 1000 45 1.3 3.4 10 1.9 0.4 2.3 1.8 1.4 758 3.2 2.;
College: 1 to 3 years 2,317 100.0 v 6 11 3.4 1.1 1.5 Q0.2 3.2 2.4 2.2 746 24 2.3
4 or more years. ... 2,177 1000 25 1.8 1.2 1.6 1.1 (5 22 20 2.1 811 26 1.3
Occupation:*
Managenal-professional 2,682 100.0 3.2 15 12 1.3 1.5 0. 2.1 2.1 1.8 862 29 1.6
Technical, sales, and
administrative support 5,154 100.0 37 15 3.2 1.4 19 0.2 2.1 2.6 2.0 774 30 1.0
Service workers 1,661 1000 72 1.3 4.4 05 0.0 1.1 1.6 1.1 0.8 68.6 3.9 9.4
Precision production,
craft, and repair 4091000 68 1.0 1.0 1.2 2.0 4.6 1.7 775 24 1.5
Operators, fabricators,
and laborers . .. 1,749 1000 9.8 0.8 4.7 1.1 3.7 1.4 2.7 7.3 0.7 71.3 23 -
Farming, forestry and fishing 84 1000 (B} (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (B}

"Inc’' .des women work:ng at home of away from home.
2persons of Hispanic onigin may be of any race.
Yncludes married, husband absent lincluding separated). widowed, divorced, and never marmed women

*Excludes women in the Armad Forces

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Table 6. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used by Part-Time Wo: g Mothers for Children Under 15, by
Characteristics of Their Mothers

Part A. All Children

(Winter 1984-85. Numbers In thousands)

Characteristic

Type of primary child care arrangement

Care 1n child’s home by— Care in another home by—

of mother Day/ Kinder- Child Mother
Number group Nursery/ garten/ cares cares
of Grand- Other Non- Grand- Other Non-  care pre- grade  for for
children Total Father parent relative relative parent relative relative center  suhool  school  self  child’
Number of children .. ..., . 9,643 1002 141 3.0 2.7 31 4.1 1.9 57 3.9 2.2 50.2 1.4 7.8
Race and Hispanic onigin
White . . . .. e e 8,692 100.0 15.1 2.6 2.2 34 3.6 1.6 5.5 3.1 2.2 50.7 1.5 8.5
Black ....... e e 808 100.0 46 7.1 8.7 05 7.4 5.3 6.7 11.3 1.6 45.4 0.5 0.7
Hispanic? . ...... ...... 511 100.0 170 5.3 2.9 - 9.2 1.6 25 35 1.4 50.y 23 2.9
Manta! status:
Married, husband present . .. 8,304 "0.0 15.8 1.6 2.1 3.4 3.6 1.4 5.2 3.2 2.4 51.7 1.1 8.5
All other marital statuses®. .. 1,279 100.0 3.0 12.0 71 1.4 7.6 5.2 8.8 8.2 0.5 405 30 2.8
Educat.onal attainment:
Not a high school graduate. . 1,490 100.0 15.8 5.2 4.4 3.2 5.5 3.4 39 04 0.5 49.7 1.0 7.2
High school graduate . . . . 4,207 1000 11.9 2.7 2.6 0.5 3.9 1.6 39 31 1.0 404 11 5.3
Colleos: 1 to3years...... 2,157 100.0 15.4 2.0 1.7 2.9 31 1.9 79 45 2.3 46.5 2.1 9.8
4 or more years . 1,787 1000 88 1.2 1.1 9.1 2.0 03 60 60 57 50.9 0.9 8.1
Occupation:*
Managenal-orciessional 1,936 1000 100 08 5.7 1.5 1.7 6. 5.4 4.5 41.8 0.5 5.5
Technical, sales, and
administrative support . ... 4,134 1000 14.1 2.3 2.3 3.1 5.1 1.5 6.3 4.3 1.8 502 1.3 7.7
Service workers. .. .. 2,785 1000 186 4.2 4.3 1.4 4.6 2.2 35 26 14 46.3 1.4 9.4
Precision production,
craft, and repair. ..... 93 100.6 (B) (B) (B) B8) (B) (B) (B) (B) 8) (8} (B) (B)
Operators, fabrizators,
and laborers ... ........ 5711000 6.7 7.7 5.6 11 4.0 23 75 23 0.4 569 1.6 3.2
Farming, forestry, and fishing 127 100.0 (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (B} (B) (B (B} 8) (B (B)

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

'Includes women working at home or away from home.
*persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race
3Includes marned, husband absent (including separated), widowed, divorced. and never married women
‘Exciudes women in the Armed Forces.
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Table 6. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used by Part-Time Working Mothers for Children Under 15, by
Characteristics of Their Mothers—Continued

Pait B. Children Under 5 Years

(Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

1 ype of primary child care arrangement

Charactenstic

Care in child’s home by—

Care in another home by—

of mother Day/ Kinder- Child Mother
Number group Nursery/ garten/ cares cares
of Grand- Other Non- Grand- Other Non- care pre- grade  for for
children Tota! Father parent relative relative parent relatve relative center school school  self child!
Number of children .. ... 3,108 100.0 238 6.7 4.0 7.3 9.7 50 138 9.9 5.3 1.3 - 133
Ruce and Hispanic origin:
Wnite........... 2,735 1000 260 5.5 3.3 8.2 9.3 43 13.2 8.2 5.6 1.4 - 151
Black ........ ........ 3.21000 53 155 10.2 1.2 106 118 168 245 2.5 12 - -
Hispanic? . . .......... 152 100.0 (B) (B) 8 (8 (B) (B) 8 B (B) B} (B) (B)
Marital status:
Married, husband present ... 2,586 100.0 278 2.7 2.9 8.2 9.5 3.7 134 86 6.1 1.4 - 158
All other marital statuses®. . . 5221000 4.0 26.8 9.2 31 105 115 159 16.3 1.3 0.8 - 0.8
Edurationsl attainment:
Not a high schoo! graduate. . 511 100.0 268 8.6 7.8 5.3 129 98 106 1.2 1.4 - - 157
High schoo! graduate . . . . .. 1,184 100.0 264 88 4.8 1.7 13.2 49 134 116 4.0 1.8 - 9.5
College: 1 to 3 years . ..... 776 100.0 255 5.5 2.2 5.4 6.6 54 152 110 4.5 0.6 - 18.2
4 or more years . 636 100.0 145 2.7 1.6 219 41 0.8 153 126 12.3 2.4 - 121
Occupation:*
Managerial-professional . . . . 642 1000 198 0.6 06 173 3.4 5.1 164 134 11.5 2.3 9.7
Technical, sales, and
administrative support 1,363 100.0 239 5.1 2.5 6.6 14.2 4.3 14.2 11.6 4.0 1.5 - 120
Service workers. ... ... ... 951 100.0 285 109 17 2.5 7.5 5.4 98 55 3.8 0.6 - 178
Precision production,
craft, and renair. 19 100.0 B (& (8 (B) (8) (B) (8) (8 (B) 8) (B {8)
Operators, fabricators,
and faborers .. ......... 107 100.n (B; (8 (8 (8) (B) (B) (B) (B) (B) (8) (B) (B)
Farming, forestry, and fishing 27 100.0 (B) (B) (8 (B) (B) (B) (8 (B) (8) {8) (B) (B)

‘includes women working at home or away from home.

*Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

3Inctudes marned, husband absent (including separated), widowed, divorced, and never marned women.

‘Excludes women in the Armed Forces.
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Table 6. Primary Child Care Arrangements Used by Part-Time Working Mothers for Children Under 15,
by Characteristics of their Mothers—Continued

Part C. Children 5 to 14 years

(Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

Type of primary child care arrangement

Charactenstic Care in child’s home by— Care in another home by—
of mother Day/ Kinder- Child Mothe
Number group Nursery/ garten/ car:s cares
of Grand-  Other  Mon- Grand- Cther Non- care pre- grade  for for

children Total Father parent relatve relauve parent relatve relative center school school self  child’

Number of children ... . 65351000 95 1.2 2.2 1.1 15 0.4 1.8 1.0 0.6 73.4 24 5.1
Race and Hispanic

White . . ... .. . 5,957 100.0 10.1 1.2 1.6 1.2 1.0 0.4 20 0.8 0.6 734 2.2 5.4

Black ........... RN 486 100.0 4.1 1.4 7.6 - 5.3 1.0 - 25 1.0 747 08 1.2

Hispanic? . ... . . ..... 359 100.0 11.1 45 - 31 - - 3.3 - 72.4 3.3 1.9
Marital status:

Marned, husband present . . 5,778 100.0 10.5 1.2 17 1.2 0.9 0.4 1.6 0.8 0.7 741 1.7 5.3

All other marital statuses?. . . 757 100.0 2.4 1.7 5.7 0.3 5.5 0.8 40 2.6 679 5.0 4.2

Educational attainment.

Not a high school graduate. . -.91000 100 35 2.6 2.0 1.6 - 04 - - 75.7 1.5 2.8
High schocl graduate .. .. 3,023 1000 10.9 1.4 2.8 0.3 18 09 1.8 0.9 02 716 19 5.7
College: 1 to 3 years..... 1,381 100.0 9.7 - 14 1.5 1.1 - 3.8 0.8 1.0 72.2 3.3 5.1
4 or more years . . 1,151 100.0 5.6 0.3 0.9 2.1 0.9 - 1.0 2.3 2.0 778 1.4 5.8
Occupation:*
Managerial-professional . . . 1,284 100.0 5.2 0.9 0.7 - 5 1.6 1.5 1.1 61.4 0.7 3.5
Technical, sales, and
administrative support .. . 2,771 100.0 9.2 0.9 2.2 1.4 06 0.2 2.4 0.8 0.7 74.2 20 5.5
Service workers. . ... .. . 1,834 100.0 13.5 0.7 25 0.9 3.1 0.6 0.3 1.1 0.2 700 2.2 5.0
Precision production,
craft, and repair. . ... .. . 74 100.0 (B) (B) B) (8) (8) (B) (B) (B) (B) (8) (B) (8)
Operators, fabricators,
and laborers ........ . 464 100.0 4.7 5.8 4.3 0.6 1.9 2.4 4.3 0.9 - 700 19 1.9
Farming, ferestry, and fishin 100 100.0 (B) (B) 8) (B) (8) (B (B) (B) (8) B (B (B)

'Includes women working at home or away fro.n home.

2Persons of Hispanic ongin may be of : , race.

’Includes married, husband absent (including separated), widowed, divorced, and never marned women.
‘Excludes women in the Armed Forces.




~H

ar

25

Table 7. Secondary Child Care Arrangements Used by Employed Mothers for Children Under 15, by Age of Child

{Winter 1984-85. Numbers in thousands)

Total employed Employed full time Employed part time
Age of child and Using secondary care Using secondary care Using secondary care
type of primary .
child care arrangement Total Number Percent Total Number  Percent Total Number  "ercent
All Children
Number of children ... ........ 26,455 6,867 26.0 16,812 5,675 33.2 9,643 1,292 13.4
Care in child’s home... .. . .. 4,699 683 14.5 2,480 421 170 2,219 258 11.6
By father ...... e e 2,496 3E5 156.4 1,133 263 23.2 1,363 121 89
By grandparent ... ... 712 80 11.3 423 51 121 289 28 9.7
By other relative .. . .o 804 107 13.3 539 58 10.8 265 48 18.2
By nonrelative... . .  ..... 687 11 16.2 385 49 128 302 61 20.3
Care in another home .. ... 3,801 576 15.2 2,675 396 14.8 1,126 178 15.8
By grandparent . ... ... . 1,138 138 121 743 97 13.0 395 41 10.4
By other relative . . . e 467 45 9.6 285 29 10.2 182 14 (B)
By nonrelative. ...... ..... 2,196 393 17.9 1,647 270 16 4 549 123 22.4
Organized child care facihtes . . .. 2,411 488 20.2 1,830 395 21.6 581 91 15.7
Day/group r~are center .. .. 1,440 216 15.0 1,067 147 13.8 373 67 18.0
Nursery school/preschool .. 971 272 28.0 763 248 32.4 208 24 11.5
Kindergarten/grade schooi. ... .. . 13,815 5,048 36.5 8,976 4,320 481 4,839 728 15.0
Child cares forself . ....... .. 488 24 4.9 354 24 6.8 134 - (B}
Parent cares for child® ... .. . 1,245 52 4.2 497 18 3.6 748 34 4.6
Children Under 5 Years
Number of children . .. .. 8,168 1,073 131 5,060 726 14.3
Care In child’s home........ .. 2,533 304 12.0 1,235 183 14.8
By father .................. 1,282 197 15.4 542 142 26.2
By grandparent . . ... e e 468 26 5.6 259 23 8.9
By other relative .......... . 306 25 8.2 183 9 (B)
By nonrelstive . . . .. Coe 479 56 1.7 251 9 3.6
Care in another home . .. ... C. 3,01¢ 385 12.7 2,135 255 1.9
By grandparent . .. .......... 833 93 11.2 533 58 109
By other relative .......... .. 367 34 9.2 212 21 9.6
By nonrelative .. . ..... ...... 1,819 258 14.2 1,390 176 12.7
Organized child care faciities ... . 1,888 357 18.9 1,415 283 20.0
Day/group care center . . . .. . 1,142 156 13.7 835 97 11.6
Nursery school/prescheol ... ... 746 201 26.9 530 186 321
Kindergarien/grade school. .. . . 62 1 (B) 21 (B
Child cares for self .. . e - - (B) - - (B)
Parent cares for child' ......... 664 13 2.0 252 5 2.0
Children 5 to 14 Years
Number of cnildren . . RN 18,287 5,794 31.7 11,752 4,850 41 2
Care in child’s home . . 2,164 375 17.4 1,245 236 190
By father .. .. R, 1,214 136 15.3 591 120 20.3
By grancparent . ... .. . 244 52 21.3 164 28 (B)
By other relative . . . 498 81 16.3 356 48 13.5
By nonrelative ce 208 56 27.1 134 40 (B)
Care in another home . .. 782 190 243 540 143 266
By grandparent .. .. .. . 305 45 149 210 40 190
By other relative . . C 100 10 (B) 73 8 (B)
By nonrelative.  ........ 377 135 357 257 95 371
Organized child care faciities .. . 523 129 24.7 415 112 27.0
Day/group care center . . ... ... 298 58 19.5 232 49 211
Nursery school/preschool . . . . 225 71 31.4 183 63 (B)
Kindergarten/grade school. . . 13,753 5,037 36.6 8,955 4,320 48.2
Child cares for self . .. .. . 488 24 4.9 354 24 6.8
Parent cares for child' L. 5381 39 67 245 13 53

'Includes women working at home »r away from home




Table 8. Pervant Distribution of Weekly Cash Payments Made by Employed Mothers for Child Cara
Arrangements , by Selected Characteristics

{iNurnbers in thousandsj}

Paying cash

Characteristic Not $10  $20 $30 $40 $50 $60 $70
paying Under to to to to to to and Median
Total cash Number Total $10 $19 $29 $39 $49 $59 $69 over (dollars)

Number of women ... ..... 7,713 2,414 5,299 100.0 3.8 11.0 207 194 157 1249 5.9 10.6 37.5
Number of children:
Tchild. ..... e . 3,746 1,303 2,443 100.0 3.5 11.0 245 21.7 17.2 127 4.8 4.7 35.1
2 children. . . ... P e Z: 3 822 2,219 100.0 3.8 9.3 174 187 148 133 7.7 15.0 40.5
3 or more children . .. 926 289 638 100.0 5.2 171 176 126 128 125 4.5 17.7 38.0
Age of youngest child:
Less than 1 year old. . . . 983 337 646 100.0 12 106 156 204 142 203 3.4 144 41.6
lyearold ....... ...... 1,157 316 841 100.0 3. 46 193 16.1 193 11.0 9.3 17.3 43.6
2 years old. . e 1,140 273 867 100.0 2.6 7.8 189 188 147 18.6 6.1 125 41.4
3vyearsold...... .. 1L 293 818 100.0 3.9 6.3 144 214 228 150 5.9 103 41.8
4 years old. . . . 963 254 709 100.0 3.1 12,8 223 19.3 151 11.7 5.0 10.7 36.1
5to1lvyearsold. .. . . 2,170 793 1,377 100.0 6.8 18.9 260 20.7 113 6.9 5.7 3.7 29.4
1210 14 yearsold . ... . 189 147 42 100.0 (B) (B} (B) (B) (B) (B) (B} (B} (B)
Employment status:
Full time. ..... e 5,686 1,597 4,083 100.0 2.2 8.3 187 20.1 16.8 15.4 7.1 11.4 40.5
Parttime .... ... ..... 2,027 817 1,210 100.0 9.4 203 273 17.0 121 4.5 2.2 7.2 27.5
Marital status’
Married, husband present . ... 5,495 1,549 3,946 100.0 3.9 9.8 194 19.2 156 145 5.9 11.5 38.8
All other martital statuses' . . 2,218 865 1,333 100.0 3.6 144 245 197 15.9 8.2 6.t 7.5 33.8

'Includes marnied, husband absent (including separated), widowed, divorced, and never married women.
Note: Median cash payments derived from more detailed distribution of dollar amounts.
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Appendix A. Overview of the SIPP Program

BACKGROUND

The Survey of Income and Program Participation {SIPP) pro-
vides a major expansion in the kind and amount Jf informa-
tion available to analyze the economic situation of households
and persons in the United States. The information supplied
by this survey is expected to provide a better understanding
of the level and changes in the level of well-being of the
population and of how economic situations are related to the
demoyraphic and social charactenistics of individuals. The data
collected in SIPP will be especially useful in studying Federal
transfer programs, estimating program cost and effectiveness,
and assessing the effect of proposed chenges in program
regulations and benefit levels. Analysis of other important ni-
tional issues, such as tax reform, Social Security program
costs, and national health insurance can be expanded and
refined, based on the information from this new survey.

The first interviews in the SIPP took place in October 1983,
nearly 8 years after the research and developmental phase,
the Income Survey Development Program (ISDP), was
initiated by the Department of Health, Educaticn, and Welfare,
in 1975 Between 1975 and 1980 extensive research was
undertaken to design and test new procedures for collecting
income and related socioeconomic data on a subannual basis
in a longrtudinal framework. Much of the work centered
around four experimental field tests that were conducted in
collaboration with the Bureau of the Census to examine dif-
ferent concepts, procedures, questionnaires, and recall
periods Two of the tests were restricted to a small number
of geographic sites; the other two were nationwide. In the first
nationwide test, the 1978 Research Panel, approximately
2,000 households were interviewed. Because of the relative-
ly small number of interiews, controlled experimental com-
parisons of alternatives were not possible; however, the panel
did demonstrate that many new ideas and methods were
feasible. It also laid a foundation for the largest and most com-
plex test the 1979 Research Panel. This panel consisted of
a nationally representative sample of 8,200 households and
provided a vehicle for feasibility tests and controlled ex-
periments of alternative design features.

In the fafl of 1981, virtually all funding for ISDP research
and planning of the cortinuing SIPP program was deleted from
the budget of the Social Security Administration. The loss of
funding for fiscal year 1982 brought all work on the new
survey to a halt In fiscal year 1983, however, money for
initiation of the new survey was allotted in the budget of the
Bureau of the Census Work began almost immediately In
¢y ~ation for the rurvey start in October 1983. The design
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of the questionnaire for the first interview, was similar in struc-
ture to that used ‘n the 1979 ISDP panel study with two
important exceptions. First, the reference period for the ques-
tions was extended from 3 months to 4 months in order to
reduce the number of interviews and, therefore, lower costs.
Second, the questions covering labor force activity were
expanded in order to provide estimates that were closer, on
a conceptual basis, to those derived from the Current Popula-
tion Survey (CPS). The design a!so incorporated a number of
other modifications resulting from experience with the 1979
pilot study.

SURVEY CONTENT

There are three basic elements contained in the overall
design of the survey content. The first is a control card that
serves several importan. .unctions. The control card is used
to record basic social and demographic chardcteristics for
€ach person in the household at the time of the initial inter-
view. Because households are interviewed a total of eight or
nine times, the card is also used to record changes in
characteristics such as age, educational attainment, and
marital status, and to record the dates when persons enter
or leave the household. Finally, during each interview, infor-
mation on each source of income received and the name of
each job or business is trar.zcribed to the card so that this
information can be used in the updating process in subsequent
interviews.

The second major element of the survey content Is the core
portion of the questionnaire. The core questions are repeated
at each interview and cover labor force activity, the types and
amounts of income received during the 4-mon.h reference
period, an participation status in various programs. Some of
the important elements of labor force activity are re-
corded separately for each week of the perioc . Income reci-
piency and amounts are recorded on a monthly basis with the
exception ut amounts of property income (interest, divicends,
rent, etc.) Data for these types are recorded as totals for the
4-month period. The core also contains questions covering
attendance in postsecondary schools, private health insurance
coverage, public or subsidized rental housing, low-income
energy assistance, and school b,eakfast ana lunch
participation.

The third major element is the various supplements or
topical modules that will be included during selected
household visits. The topical modules cover areas that need
nou be e..amined every 4 months. Certain of these topical
mcHules are considered to be so important that they are
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viewed as an integral part of the overal! survey. Other topical
modules have more specific and more limited purposes. No
topical modules were included in the first or second waves
of SIPP during the first ysar of the survey. {Sae the following
section on sample design and table A-1 for a definition of the
term "‘wave.’} The third wave topical module covered (1)
educational attainment, (2} work history, and (3) health
characteristics (including disability). The fourth wave topical
module covered (1) assets and liabilities, (2) pension plan
coverage, and (3) housing characteristics. The fifth wave
topical module covered (1) child care, (2} child support
agreements, (3) support for nonhousehold members, (4} pro-
gram participation history, and (5) reasons for not working.
The sixth wave topical module covered (1) calendar year
income and benefits, (2) taxes, and (3) education and train-
ing. The seventh wave topical module updated informatio-.
collected in the fourth wave, and the eighth wave topical
module covered {1} support for nonhousehold members, (2}
marital history, (3) migration history, and (4} fertiity. The ninth
wave topical module collected data on (1} calendar year in-
come and benefits, (2) taxes, and {3) school enroliment and
financirg.

SAMPLE DESIGN

The SIPP sample design for the 1984 panel consists of
about 26,000 housing units selected to represent the
noninstitutional population of the United States. (See appen-
dix C for more details on the procedures used 10 select the
sample.) About 20,900 of these we:e occupieda and eligible
for interview. Table A-1 shows the sample design for the first
panel of SIPP. Each household in the sample was scheduled
to be interviewed at 4-month intervals over a period of 2%
years beginning in October 1983. The reference period for the
questions is the 4-month period preceding the interview. For
example, households interviewed in October 1983 were ask-
ed questions for the months June, July, August, and
September. This houseirold was interviewed again in February
1984 for the October through January period. The sample
households within a given panel are divided into four sub-
sar ,.'es of nearly equal size. These subsamples a,e called rota
tion groups and one rotation group is interviewed each month.
'~ general, one cycle of four interviews covering the entire
sample, using the same yuestionnarre, is called a wave. This
design was chosen because it provides a smooth and steady
work load for data collection and processing.

New panels of smaller size were introduced in February
1985 and 1986 and a new panel is scheduled to be introduc-
ed in February of 1987. This overlapping design provides a
larger sample size from which cross-sectional estimates can
be made. The overlap also enhances the survey's ability to
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measure change by lowering the standard errors on differences
between estimates for two points in time.

Data collection operations are managed through the Cen-
sus Bureau's 12 permanent regional offices. A staff of inter-
viewers assigned to SIPP conduct interviews by personal visit
each month with most interviewing completed during the first
2 weeks of that month. Completed questionnaires are
transmitted to the regional offices where they undergo an
extensive clerical edit before peing entered into the Bureau's
SIPP data processing system. Upon entering this processing
system the data are subjected to a detailed computer edit.
Errors identified in this phase are corrected and computer
processing continues.

Two of the major steps of computer processing are the
assignment of weights to each sample person and imputa-
tion for missing survey responses. The weighting procedures
assure that SIPP estimates of the number of persons agree
with independent estimates of the population within specified
age, race, and sex categories. The procedures also assure close
correspondence with monthly CPS estimates of households.
In almost all cases, a survey nonresponse is assigned a value
in the imputation phase of processing. The imputation for
missing responses is based on procedures generally referred
to as the “hot deck’” approach. This approach assigns values
for nonresponses from sampie persons who did provide
responses and who have characteristics similar to those of
the nonrespondents.

The longitudinal design of SIPP dictates that all persons 15
years old and over present as nousehold members at the time
of the first interview be part of the survey throughout the
entire 2% year-period. To meet this goal the survey collects
information useful in locating persons who move. In ac'~'1tion,
field procedures were established that allow for the transfer
of sample cases between regional offices. Persons moving
within a 100-muile radius of un original sampling area (a coun-
ty or group of counties) are followed and continue with the
normal personal interviews at 4 month intervals. Those mov-
Ing to a new residence that falls outside the 100 mile radius
of any SIPP sampling area are interviewed by telephone. The
geographic areas defired by these rules contain more than
95 percent of the U.S. populatnn.

Because most types of analysis using SIPP data will be
dependent not on data for individuals but on groups of in-
dividuals (households, famuilies, etc.), pr.visions were made
to interview all “new ' persons living with original sample
persons (those interviewed in the first wdavel. These new
sample persons entering the survey through contact with
ornginal sample peisons are considered as part of the sample
only while residing with the original sample person.

e
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Appendix B. Definitions and Explanations

Population coverage. The estimates iri this report are restricted
to the civilian, noninstitutional population of the United States
and members of the Armed Force  'iving off post or with their
families on post. The estimates exciude persons in group
quarters.

Age. The age (in years) of the child is based on the age of
the person at his last birthday.

Race. The poputation Is divided into three groups on the basis
of race: White, Black, and "other races.” The last category
includes American Indians, Asian/Pacific Islanders, and any
other race except White and Blacl..

Hispanic or Spanish origin. Persons of Hispanir. or Lpanish
origin were determined on the basis of a quescion that asked
for self-identification of the person’s origin or descent.
Respondents were asked to select their ortgin (or the ornigin
oi some other household member} from a “flash card” listing
ethnic origins. Hispanics, in particular, were those who
indicated that their origin was Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban,
Central or South American, or some other Spanish origin. It
should be ncted that Hispanics may be of any race.

Marital status. Data refer to mantal status at the time of the
survey. The two classitications are used in this report.
“married, spouse present” and "all other narital statuses’”
(also called “unmarried”). The latter classification includes per-
sons who are separated, married but whose spouse is absent
from the household, widowed, divorced, or single (never
married).

Children. Children in this report refer to all persors under 15
years old in households who are living either with their natural
parents, adopted or step-parents, or with legal guardians.
Excluded are children In foster homes Preschool age children
are defined as children under 5 years old while g.ade school
2ge children are those 5 to 14 years old. Infants are defined
as children under 1 year of age.

Child care arrangements. Data on child care a..angements
were obtainer. from persons interviewed from January to Apni
1968 wiio were the parents or legal guardians of children
under 15 years old at the time of the interview and were
employed during the month prior to the interview. The
arrangements used to care for their children refer to the
arrangements usually used during the ryonth * eceding the
rview while the parent/guardian was at work.

Child care arrangements for each child were c'assified as
either pumary or secondary arrangemen.s depending on which
arrangement was used most and wiiich was used second
most (as measured in hours) during a typicai week. Attending
school and care by the child himself were also included as
possible child care a rangements since they indicate what the
ch'ld was doing during the hours that the mother was at work.

Child can  expenses. The monetary amounts shown in this
report represent tiie estimated weekly costs for all children
under 15 years of age while t+ 2 mother was at work. Excluded
are the amounts of any noncash payments made for child care
services. Costs attributable to nursery or preschools are
included but costs incurred when enrolling a child in
kindergarten or grade school are excluded fiom the estimates.

Median cost of child care. The median weekly cost for child
care services is the amount which divided the dollar distribu-
tion of the costs into two equal groups, one having expenses
above the median, and the other having expenses below the
median.

Time los® from work. This refers to the time lost from work
by tF& respondent or the respondent’s spouse in the refererce
month due to a failure in obtaining child care arrangements.

Fnployment status. Persons in the child care supplement were
classified as being employed in the month preceding the
interview if they either (a) worked as paid employees or
worked in their own business or profession or on their own
farm or worked without pay in a family business or farm, or
{b) were temporarily absent from work either with or without
pay.

Full time and part time. The data on full- and part-time workers
pertain to the number of hours a person usually works per
week from all jobs, either as an employee or in his own
business or profession. Persons who report themselves as
usually working 35 or more hours ecch week are classified
as full-time workers, persons who report that they usually
work fewer than 35 tours per week are classified as part-time
workers.

Occupation. Data refer to the civilian job currently held at the
time of the interview. If two or more jobs were held, the
occupation shown In this report refer to the job in which the
respondent worked the most hours.
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Years of school completed. Data on years of school completed
in this report are derived from the combination of answers
to questions concerning the highost grade of schoo! attended
by the person and whether or not that grade was completed.
The following categories used in this repc. ¢ are based on the
number of years of school completed: not a high school
graduate (less than 12 years); bigh school graduate (12 years),
college, 1 to 3 years {13 through 15 years); and college, 4 or
more years {16 or more years of school completed).

Symbols. A dash (-) represents zero or a number which rounds
to zero, "B means that the base is too small to show the
denved measure {iess than 200,000 persons).

Rounding of estimates. Individual numbers are rounded to the
nearest thousand without being adjusted to group totals,
which are independently rounded. Derived meast'ies are based
on unrounded numbers when possibie, otherwise, they are
based on the rounded numbers.
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Appendix C. Source and Reliability of Estimates

SOURCE OF DATA

The data were collected during the fifth wave of the 1984
panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation
{SIPP). The SIPP universe is the noninstitutionalized resident
population of persons living tn the United States.® However,
this report excludes information collected from the farm
population and persons living in group quarters.

The 1984 panel SIPP sample is located in 174 areas com-
prising 450 counties (including one partial county) and n-
dependent cities. Within theze areas, the bulk of the sample
consisted of clusters of 2 to 4 hving quarters (LQs),
systematically selected from lists of addresses prepared for
the 1970 decennial census. The sample was updated to
refiect new construction,

Approximately 26,000 living quarters were designated for
the sample. For Wave 1, interviews were obtained from the
occupants of about 19,900 of the designated living quarters.
Most of the remaining 6,100 living quarters were found to
be vacant, demolished, converted to nonresidential use, or
otherwise ineligible for the survey. However, approximately
1,000 of the 6,100 fiving quarters were not interviewed
because the occupants refused to be interviewed, could not
be found at home, were temporanly absent, or were other-
wise unavailable. Thus, occupants of a*~ut 95 percent of all
eligible living quarteis participated in Wave 1 of the survey.

For the subsequent waves, only original sample persons
(those intervieved in the first wave) and persons living with
them were eligiuie to be interviewed. With certain restrictions,
original sample persons were to be followed even if they mov-
ed to a new address. All noninterviewed households from
Wave 1 were automatically destgnated as noninterviews for
all subse~uent waves. When original sample persons moved
without leaving forwarding addresses or moved to extreme-
ly remote parts of the country, additior.al noninterviews
resutted.

Noninterviews. Tabulations in this report were drawn from
interviews conducted from January through Apnl 1985. Table
C 1 summarizes information on nonresponse for the interview
months In which the data used to produce this report were

collected.
—

'The noninstitutionalized resident population includes persons living
In group quarter, such as dormitones, rooming houses, and religious
group dwellings Crew members of merchant vessels, Armed Forces
personnel ving in military barracks, and institutionalized persons,
such as correctional facihity inmates and nursing home residents, were
not eligible to be in the survey. Also, United States citizens residing
abroad were not efigible to be 1n the survey With these qualifica-
tinne persons who wese at least 15 years of age at the ime of In-
+w were eligible to be interviewed.

Table C-1. Sample Size by Month and Interview

Status

Non-

Non- response

Month Ehgible Interviewed interviewed rate (%)
January ‘85 5,600 4,700 900 16°*
February '85 5,600 4,700 1,000 17
March ‘85" * 4,600 3,800 800 18
April ‘85 4,700 3,800 900 18

*Due to rounding of ail numbers at 100, there are some inconsisten-
cies The percentage was calculated using unrounded numbers

* *Starting 1n March 1985, a sample cut was implemented for
budgetary reasons.

Some respondents do not respond to some of the ques-
tions. Therefore, the nonresponse rate for some items sush
as child care arrangements may differ from item to item. (See
appendix D.)

Estimation. The estimation procedure used to derive SIPP per-
son werghts involved several stages of weight adjustments.
'n the first wave, each person received a base weight equal
w :ne nverse of his/her probability of selection. For each
subsequent interview, each person received a base weight
that accounted for following movers.

.

A non'nterview adjustment factor was applhed to the weight
of every occupant of interviewed households to account for
households which were ehgible for the sample but were not
interviewed. (Individual nonresponse within partially inter-
viewed households was treated with imputation. No special
adjustment was made for noninterviews in group quarters.)
A factor was applied to each interviewed person’s weight to
account for the SIPP sample areas not having the same
population distribution as the strata from which they were
selected.

An additional stage of adjustment to persons’ weights was
perfurmed to bring the sample estimates into agreement with
independent monthly =stimates of the civiban {and some
military) noninstitutional population of the United States by
age,race, and sex. These independent estimates were bas-
ed on statistics from the 1980 Census of Population; statistics
on births, deaths, immigration, and emigration; and statistics
on the strength of the Armed Forces. To increase accuracy,
weights were further adjusted in such a manner that SIPP
sample estimates would closely agree with special Current
Population Survey ‘CPS) estimates by type of householder
(married, single with relatives or single without relatives by
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sex and race) and relationship to househo'der (spouse or
other).? The estimation procedure fu. the ( ata in the report
alsoinvelved an adjustment so that the nusband and wife of
a household received the same weigat.

RELIABILITY OF THE ESTIMATES

SIPP estimates in this report are based on a sample; they
may differ somewhat from the figures that would ave been
obtained if a tomplete census had been taken using the same
questionnaire, instructions, and enumerators. There are two
types of errors possible in an estimate based on a sample
survey: nonsampling and sampiing. The magnitude of SiPP
sampling error can be estimated, but this Is not true of non-
sampling error. Found below are descriptions of sources of
SIPP nonsampling error, followed by a discussion of sampl-
Ing error, its estimation, and its use in data analysis.

Nonsampling variability. Nonsampling errors can be attributed
to many sources, e.gd., inability to obtain information about
all cases in the sample, definitional difficuities, differences
in the interpretation of qiestions, inability or unwillingness
on the part of the respondents to provide correct informa-
tion, inability to recall information, errors made in collection
such as in recording or coding the data, errors made in pro-
cessing the data, errors made in estimating values for miss-
ing data, biases resulting from the differing recail pertods caus-
ed by the rotation pattern and failure to represent ail units
within the universe (undercoverage). Quality control and edit
procedures were used to reduce errors made by respondents,
coders and interviewers.

Undercoverage in SIPP results from missed living quarters
and missed persons within sample households. It is known
that undercoverage vanes with age, race, and sex. General-
ly, undercoverage is larger for males than for females and
larger for Blacks than for non-Blacks. Ratio estimation to in-
dependent age-race-sex population controls partially corrects
for the bias due to survey undercoverage. However, biases
exist in the estimates to the extent that persons in missed
households or missed persons in interviewed households have
«.iferent charactenstics than the interviewed persons in the
same age-race-sex group. Further, the independent popula-
tion controls used have not been adjusted for undercoverage
in the decennial census.

The Bureau has used complex techriques to adjust the
weights for nonresponse, but the success of these techni-
ques In avoiding bias is unknown.

A bias may also occur in estimates related to unsupervis-
ed children. An examplé of such an estimate is total number
of unsupervised children. The following causes for bias are
suggested.

1. The complexity of the questions and concepts used to iden-
tify unsupervised children may have led to confusion
among respondents.

*These special CPS esumates are slightly different from the publish-
ed monthly CPS estimates. The differences anse from forcing counts

@ husbands to agree with counts of wives.
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2. In some junsdictions the parents of children found to be
"u..supervised'’ could be charged with the crime of ''child
neglect.”

3. Respondents may fear they are placing a child in jeopardy
by disclosing that the child is alone or unsupervised.

4. It may be more socially desirable to report that a child is
supervised than that the child is not supervised.

The misreporting of any specific child care arrangement
may affect the overall distribution of child care arrangements
shown in this report. For example, an underestimate in the
proportion of children being left without adult supervision
would result in overestimates for one or more of the other
child care arrangements.

Comparability with other statistics. Caution should be exer-
cised when comparnng data from this report with data from
earher SIPP publications or with data from other surveys. The
comparability problems are caused by sources such as the
seasonal patterns for many characteristics and different non-
sampling errors.

Sampling variability. Standard errors indicate the magnitude
of the sampling error. They also partially measure the effect
of some nonsampling errors in response and enumeration, but
do not measure any systematic biases in the data. The stand-
Jrd errors for the most part measure the variations that oc-
curred by chance because a sample rather than the entire
population was surveyed.

The sample estimate and its standard error enable one to
construct confidence intervals, ranges that would include the
average result of all possible samples with a known probabili-
ty. For example, if all possible samples were selected, each
of these being surveyed under essentially the same conditions
and using the same sample design, and if an estimate and
its standard error were calculated from each sample, then:

1. Approximately 68 percent of the intervals from one stand-
ard error below the estimate to one standard error above
the estimate would include the average result of all possi-
ble samples.

2 Approximately 90 percent of the intervals from 1.6 stand-
ard errors below the estimate to 1.6 standard errors above
the estimate would include the average result of all possi-
ble samples.

3. Approximately 95 percent of the intervals from two stand-
ard errors below the estimate to two standard errors above
the estimate would include the average resuit of all possi-
bile samples.

The average estimate derived from all possible samples is
or is not contained in any particular cor.puted interval.
However, for a particular sample, one can say with a specified
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confidence that the average estimate derivad from all possi-
ble samples is included in the confidence interval.

Standard errors may also be used for hypothesis testing,
a procedure for distinguishing between population parameters
using sample estimates. The most common types of
hypotheses tested are 1) the population parameters are iden-
tical versus 2) they are different. Tests may be performed at
various levels of significance, where a level of significance
is the probability of concluding that the parameters are dif-
ferent when, in fact, they are identical.

All statements of comparison in the regort have passed a
hypothesis test at the 0.10 level of significance or better, and
most have passed a hypothesis test at the 0.05 level of
significance or better. This means that, for most differences
cited in the report, the estimated absolute difference between
parameters is greater than twice the standard error of the
difference. If other differences have been men tioned, the
estimated absolute difference between parameters is between
1.6 and 2.0 times the standard error of the difference. In such
a case, the statement of comparison is qualified in some way
(e.g., by use of the phrase '‘some evidence'’).

Note when using small estimates. Summary measures (such
as medians and percent distribut'ons) are shown in the report
only when the base is 200,000 or greater. Because of the
large standard errors involved, there is little chance that sum-
mary measures would reveal useful information when com-
puted on a smaller base. Estimated numbers are shown,
however, even though the relati-re standard errors of these
numbers are larger than those for the corresponding percen-
tages. These smaller estimates are provided primarily to per-
mit such combinations of the categories as serve each user’s
needs. Also, care must be taken in the interpretation of small
differences. For instance, in case of a borderline difference,
even a small amount of nonsampling error can lead to a wiong
decision about the hypotheses, thus distorting a seemingly
valid hypothesis test.

Standard error parameters and tables and their use. To derive
standard errors that would be applicable to a wide variety of
statistics and could be prepared at a moderate cost, a number
of approximations were required. Most of the SIPP statistics
have greater variance than those obtained through a simple
random sample of the same size because clusters of living
quarters are sampled for SIPP. Two parameters (denoted '‘a’’
and "'b"’) were developed to calculate variances for each type
of characteristic.

The "'a’’ and "'b’’ parameters vary by subgroup. Table C-4
provides ‘‘a’’ and ''b’’ parameters for characteristics of in-
terest in this report. The "‘a’’ and ''b’’ parameters may be
used to directly calculate the standard error for estimated
numbers and percentages. Because the actual vaiiance
behavior was not identical for all statistics within a group,
the standard errors computed from parameters provide an in-
dication of the order of magnitude of the standard error for
Q specific statistic.
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For those users who wish further simplification, we have
alsc provided general standard sirors in tsbles C-2 and C-3.
Note that these stan dard errors must be adjusted by an "'f"’
factor from table C-4. The standard errors resulting from this
simplified approach are less accu rate. Methods for using
these parameters and tables for computation of standard er-
rors are given in the following sections.

Standard errors of estimated numbers. The approximate
standard error, Sy, of an estimated number of persons shown
in this report can be obtained in two ways. (Note that neither
method should be applied to dollar values.)

It may be obtained by use of the formula

S, =fs (1
where f is the appropriate "*f'’ factor from table C-4, and s

is the standard error on the estimate obtained by interpola-
tion from table C-2. Alternatively, Sx may be approximated

by the formula
S, =\/ax? + bx (2)

from wh _h the standard errors in table C-2 were calculated.
Use of this formula wili provide more accurate results than
the use of formula 1 above. Here x is the size of the estimate

and “a’ and "’'b"* are the parameters associated with the par-
ticular type of characteristic being estimated.

lllustration. SIPP estimates from text table G of this report
show that 550,000 women with one child between 3 and
4 years old paid cash for child care arrangements. The ap-
propriate ‘‘a’" and ''b’’ parameters anc ‘'f'’ factor from table
C-4 and the appropriate general standard error from table C-2
are

a = -.0000669, b = 5,980, f = 0.52, s = 108,000
Using formula 1, the approximate standard error is

54 = 0.52 x 108,000 = 56,000

Table C-2. Standard Errors of Estimated
Numbers of Persons
{Numbers in thousands)

Standard Standard
Size of estimate error Size of estimate error
200 . . . 66 50,000
300 ... ... 81 80,000
600. ... . 114 100,000
1,000 . ... . 147 130,000
2,000 . . 208 135,000
5,000 ... C 326 150,000
8,000 . ... . 410 160,000
11,000 .. . 477 180,000
13,000 ........ 516 200,000
15,000 ... . 552 210,000
17,000 ... . .. 585 220,000
22,000 ...... . 658
26,000 ........ 708
30,000 .... . 753
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Table C-3. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons

Estimated percentage
Base of estimated percentage

{thousands) 1or 99 2 or 98 5 or 95 10 or 90 25 or 75 50
200 .. e 33 4.6 7.2 9.9 14 3 165
300 .. R . 27 3.8 59 81 1.7 13.5
600 . . e 1.9 2.7 4.1 5.7 82 25
1,000 1.5 21 32 44 6.4 7.4
2,620. . 10 15 23 31 4.5 5.2
5,000.... .. 07 0.9 1.4 2.0 2.9 3.3
8,000...... 0.5 0.7 1.1 1.6 2.3 2.6
11,000 04 06 10 1.3 1.9 2.2
13,000 . 04 0.6 09 12 1.8 2.0
17,000 .. 0.36 0.5 0.8 1.1 15 1.8
22,000 . 0.31 0.4 0.7 0.9 1.4 1.6
26,000 0.29 04 06 09 1.3 1.4
30,000 .. ... 027 04 06 08 1.2 1.3
50,000 ..... 0.21 0.3 05 0.6 0.9 1.0
80,000 . . 016 02 0.4 05 07 0.8
100,000 . .. 0.15 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.7
130,000 0.13 018 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.6
220,000 .. 010 014 02 03 04 0.5
Using formula 2, the approximate standard error is tage (0<p<100), and b is the parameter associated with the
characteristic in the numerator.
\/(-.0000669) (550,000)* + {5,980}(550,000) = 57,000
llustration. Tex\ table G shows that an estimated 23.8%

The 95-percent confidence interval as shown by the data of women v..th a single child between 3 and 4 years old who

is from 436,000 to 664,000. Therefore, a conclusion that paid cash for child care arrangements paid at least $50.00

the average estimate derived from all possible samples lies per week. Using formuia 3 with the 'f'’ factor from table C-4
within a range computed in this way would be correct for and the appropriate standard error from table C-3, the ap-

roughly 95 percent of all samples. propriate standard error 1s

Standard e ‘rors of estimated percentages. The reliability of S(x,p) =052x86% = 4.5%

an estimated percentage, computed using sample data for

both numerator and denominator, depend¢ . non both the size Using formula 4 with the "'b"’ parameter from table C-4,

of the perzentage and the size of the total upon which the the approximate standard error is

percentage is based. When the numerator and denominator
of the percentage have different parameters, use the
parameter (and appropriate factor} of the numerator. If pro-
portions are presented instead of percentages, note that the
standard error of a proportion is equal to the quotient of the
standard error of the corresponding percentage and 100.

For the percentage of persons, the approximate standard
error, S(x,p), of the estimated percentage p can be obtained
by the formula

5,980
Sp) =V S 23.8%(100%-23.8%) = 4.4%
550,000

Consequently, the 95-percent confidence interval as shown
by these data 1s from 15.0 to 32.6 percent.

Standard error of a difference within this report. The stand-
ard error of a difference between two sample estimates is

S‘ Lp) = fs (3) approximately equal to
In this formula, f is the _ypropriate 'f’’ factor from table S(x-y) =\/s® +¢g’ (5)
C-4 and s is the standard error on the estimate from table X v
C-3. Alternatively, it may be approximated by the formula

where S, and Sy are the standard errors of the estimates x
and vy.

The estimates can be numbers, percents, ratips, etc. The
above formula assumes that the sample correlation coeffi-
clent, r, between the two estimates is zero. If r is really
positive (negative), then this assumption will lead to
overestimates (underestimates) of the true stendard error.

S(x,p) =\/(;/X) (p) (100 —p) 14)

from which the standard errors in table C-3 were calculated.
Use of this formula will give more accurate resuits than use
of formula 3 above. Heru x i1s the size of the subclass of per-
$~~s which is the base of the percentage, p 1s the percen-
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llustration. Agait. using text table G, 32.1% of single child
wcmen who were employed full time and paid cash for child
care arrangements paid at least $50.00 per week and 9.3%
of those who worked part timv paid at least $560.00 per ‘wweek.
The standard errors for these percentages are computed us-
ing formuia 4, to be 3.1% and 3.7%. Assuming that these
two estimates are not correlated, the standard error of the
estimated difference of 22.7 percentage points is

s(x.y) = (31%)2 + (3-7%)2 = 48%

The 95-percent confidence interval is from 13.1 to 32.3
percentage points. Since this interval does not contain zero,
we conclude that the difference is significant at the 5-percent
leve..

Standard erro: of a median. The median quantity of some item
such as income for a given group of persons is that quentity
such that at least half the group have as much or more and
at least half the group have as much or less. The sampling
variability of an estimated median depends upon the form of
the distribution of the item as well as the size of

the group. Standard errors on medians may be calculated by
the procedure described below.

An approximate method for measuring the reliability of an
estimated median is to determine a confidence interval about
it. (See the section on sampling variability for a general discus-
sion of confidence intervals.) The following procedure may

Table C-4. SIPP Generalized Variance Parameters

be used to estimate the 68-percent confidence lirits and
hence the standard error of a median based on sample data.

1. Determine, using either formula 3 or formula 4, the stand-
ard error of an estimate of 50 percent of the group;

2. Add to and subtract from 50 percent .he standard :rror
determined in step 1;

3. Using the distribution of the item within the group,
calculate the quantity of the itein such that the percent
of the group owning more I1s equal to the smaller percen-
tage found in step 2. This quantity will be the upper hmit
for the 68-percent confidence interval. In a similar fashion,
calculate thc quantity of the item such that the percent
of the group owning more is equal to the larger percen-
tage found in step 2. This quantity will be the lower limit
for the 68-percent confidence interval;

++. Divide the difference between the . ") quantities deter-
mined in step 3 by two to obtain the s:andard e:ror of the
median,

To perform step 3, it will be necessary to interpolate. Dif-
ferent methods of interpolation may be used. The most com-
mon are simple linear interpolation and Pareto Interpolation.
The appropriateness of the method depends on the form of
the distribution around the median. If density 1s declining In

Charactenstic a b $-tactor
Total or White
16 + program pamcupatuon and benefits (3):
Both sexes . e -0.0001030 17,5639 0.90
Male .......... -0.0007167 17,539 0.50
Female -0 5211962 17,539 0.90
18+ welfare hnstory and AFDC:
Both sexes (2) . -0.0001026 17,539 0.90
Male .... ..... -0.0002162 17,5639 0.90
Feinale ... .. . -0.0001952 17,5639 090
16+ income and labor force' (4):
Both sexes . . -0.0000351 5,980 .52
Male ... . . -0.0000739 5,980 0.52
Femate ., ....... -0 0000669 5,980 052
0-15 chid care (5) . .. -0.0001155 5,980 0.52
All others? (6):
Both sexes . .. -0 000943 21,746 100
Mate . . . -0.0001951 21,746 1.00
Female ... .. -0.0007227 21,746 1.00
Black (1}
Bothsexes ..... ...... ... .. ... ... oo N -0.0C02916 8,045 0.61
Male ........... e e Ce -0.0006266 8,045 0.61
Female................ ... ..., ... . ..., -0 0005453 8,045 0.61

'Also use these parameters for tabuidations of women by loss of woik time from faiure of child care arrangsments and

by cash payments made for child care.

*These parameters are to be used for al! tabulations not specifically covered by any other category in this table.

te: For cross tabulations for persons apply the paramenters of the category show: ig the smaller number in pars.. heses.
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the area, then we recomimend Pareto interpoiation. If densi-
ty is farly constant in the area, then we recommend linear
interpolation. Note, however, that Pareto interpolatio. can
never be used If the interval contains zero or negative
measures of the item of interest. Interpolation 1s used as

follows. The quantity of the item such that "‘p’’ percent own
more is

exp FLN”‘“’] Ln (AJA) - A, (6)

Pareto: XpN =
Ln {N2/N,)

if Pareto Interpolation is indicated and

N-—-N

=277 A, -A) +A
N,—N,

if inear interpolation is indicated, where N is the size of the

group,

Linear: {7)

xpN

Ai and A2 are the lower and upper bounds, respectively,
of the interval in which XpN falls,

N1 and N2 are the estimated number of group members
owniag mcre than A1l and A2, respectively,

exp refe’s to the exponential function and

Ln refers ‘o the natural logarithm function.

Illustration. Again using text table G, the median weekly
cash payment by employed mothers with one ~hild less than
1 year old was $41.1. The size of this group was 263,000.

1. Using formula 4, the staadard error of 50 percs nt on a
base of 263,000 is about /.5 percentage points.

2. Following step (2), the two percentages of interest are
42.5 and 57.5.

3. By examining text table G, we see that the percentace
42.5 falls in the interval from $40 to $49. (Since 51.8%
pay more than $40 per month, but only 35.4% pay more
than $50 per month, the quantity that exactly 42.5% =y

Q
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more than must be between $40 and $49.) Thus A, =
$40,8,= $49, N, = 138,000, and N, = 93,000, In this
case, we decided tc use Pareto interpolation.

Therefore, the upper bound of a 68 confidence interval for
the median I1s

[ { (.425) (263,000)
exp (Ln Ln
136,000

= $44.4

93,000

49
>Ln —_1(40)
136,000 40

Also by examining text table G, we see that the percen-
tage of 57.5 falls in the interval from $30 to $39. Thus,
A, = $30, A; = $39, N, = 192,200, and N; = 136,000.-
We also decided to use Pareto interpolation for this case.
So the lower bound of a 6& confidence interval for the me-
dian is

{.575) (263,000 ,
exp (Ln N ) Ln 136,000 Lng (30)
192,000 192,000 30

= $360

Thus, the 68-percent confidence interval on the estimated
median s from $36.0 to $44.4. An approximate standard
error is

$44.4 - $36.0 = $4.2
2

Standard arrors of ratios of medians. The standard error for
a :atio of medians is approximated by:

1 2
Sx/v:\[(x—)2 [\i) 2 +(—Si)
y y X
where x and y are the medians, and sx and sy are ther
associated standard errors. Formula 8 assumes that the me-
dians are no :orrelated. If the correlation between the two
medians I1s actually positive (negative), then this procedure

will provide an overestimate (underestimate) of the standard
error for the ratio of medians.

{8)
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Appendix D. Data Quality

Two principal determinants of the quality of data collected
in household surveys are .he magnitude of the imputed
responses and the sccuracy of the responses that are pro-
vided. This appenaix provides information on the imputation
rates for selected chilc care items in the Survey of Income
and Program Participation and covers some of the problems
encountered in collectiry Jata on child care expenses from
the respondents in the survey.

imputed responses refer either t9 rnissing responses for
specfic questions or "items” In the questionnaire or to
responses that were rejected in the eugmung procedure
because of improbable or inconsisi=nt responses. An
example of the latter is when a 14 year ola child is said to
be cared for in a nursery school diring the time his parent
is at work.

The estimates shown in this report are produced after all
items have been edited and imputed whenever necessary.
Missing or inconsistent responses to specific questions are
assigned a value in th* imputation phase of the data
processing operation. The procedure used to assic  or impute
most responses for missing or inconsistent data 1or SIPF is
commonly referred to as tne ""hot deck” imputation method.
This process assigns item values reported in the survey by
respondents to nonrespondents The respondent from vvhom
the value is tuken 1s called the "donor.” Values from donors
are assigned by controlling for demographic and labor force
data available for both donors and nonrespondents. The con-
trol variables used for child care items generally included the
age of the child for whom there was missing data, the parent’s
marital status and whether the parent was employed part time
or full time.

Imputation rates for both primary and secondary child care
arrangements (items 1a and 1e in the questionnaire shown
in Appendix E) for the respondents’ three youngest children
are shown in table D-1. The imputation rates are calculated
by dividing the number of missing or inconsistent responses
by the total number of responses that should have been pro-
vided based on the number of children in the household who
required child care rzsponses. In general, the level of imputa-
ticn for child care arrangements in SIPP was about 5 persent,
a level comparable to those reported in prior Census Bureau
child care surveys.

Table D 2 shows imputation rates for items concerning time
lost from work due tc failures in child care arrangements and
cash payments made for child care arrangements. Of tae
1,586 respondents who weie to answer the item if they or

Q
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Table D-1. Imputation Rates for Items on Primary and
Secondary Child Care Ar-angements

(For the three youngest children under 15 years old)

Unweighted Percent of

Arrangement and numher responsas
order of child of children imputed
Primary arrangement: .
Firstcehild ... ... ... . ..., 3,462 5.3
Second child . e o 1,703 4.7
Thrd chid . .... ..... L 438 5.0
Secondary arrangement:
Fustchild . ... . .... e 846 3.7
Second child L el o 498 2.8
Third chile ... ...... ..... 123 5.7

therr spouse lost any time from work during the last month,
7.5 percent had their response imputed. Another 7.6 percent
failed to answer the ques*'on If any cash payment was made
for child care services, but for those women who were deter-
mir.ed to have made a cash payment, onlv 2,1 percent failed
to report on the amount of the payment.

An evaluation of the quality of the responses on SIPP is
limited because of the general lack of data sets on child care
at the national level. Wherever épproprlate In the text of this
report, comparisons have been mede with data sources to
evaluate the distribution of child care arrangements of
preschoolers, the amount and frequency of cash payments
made by famihies, time lost from work due to faiures in child
care arrangements, and estimates of unmarried males living
with their children.

Table D-2. Imputation Rates for Time Lost From Work
Because of Failures in Arrangements and for
Cash Payments Made for Arrangements

Unweighted Percent of

number of responses
Item respondents tmputed
Time lost from work' e 1,586 7.5
Was cash payment made?' . . 1,586 7.6
Amount of cash payment? . . 1,044 2.2

'Limited to respondents who for any of their three youngest children,
one or more of the following primary or stcondary child care arrangements
were used. grandparent, other relative of cinild {(excluding family members),
nonrelative of child, day. group care cente', nursery school or preschool.

*Limited to respondents who were de.ermined to have made a cash
payment for child care arrangements.
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Estimates of weekly child care payments presented spec.al
data collection problems. The data in SIPP represent the total
child care expenses for all childrer in .he household who were
cared for by grandparents, other non-family relatives,
nonrelatives, group/day care centers, nursery schools or
preschools. Because of the above collection procedures, cost
estimates for specific child care arrangements can only be
ascertained if there was only one child in the household and
if that child used only one type of arrangement. This pro-
cedure, however analytically limiting, was chosen because it
became apparent when this questionnaire was pretested that
the desired detail could not effectively be given by the
respondents.

Unlike many other services purchased by individuals, the
scope of duties and hours of child care services are not
uniformly defined across households. Several types of

problems were encounterer. by the respondents. One such
problem. was that respandents ofte:: mured child care providers
to work in their home who also performed other duties such
as household cleaning, cooking, and marketiny as part of their
total cash payment. Thus, the respondent could not dete:-
mine the actual cost incurred by the child care component
out of the total cash payment.

Another typical problem arose when the respondent made
a single cash paymemnt to a caretaker who provided child
care services for more than one child in a household. Ofien,
it was not possible for a respondent to prorate the costs per
child as child care providers may spend different amounts of
time looking after children of different ages. Thus, it would
be incorrect to assume that child care costs for two children
in different age groups would be the same.

N
-
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Appendix E. ~acsimile of SIPP Child Care
Questionnaire
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Section 5 — TOPICAL MODULES

Part A — CHILD CARE

' 8000
_'|D Yes

2[00 No — SKIP to Check Item T5

Is . .. the designated parent or guardian X
of chuldren under 15 years of age who |
live in this householu? 1

X
,9_"_21,[”95

Is "Worked"’ marked or the 1SS for. ?
; 2[JNo — SKiP 1o Check Item T5
: i
] YOUNGEST SECOMO YOUNGEST THIRO YOUNGEST
i
Enter names, ages :
zTJ‘r’n%:rrio:f : Person No Person No Person No
Begmnng verth the E.Zl [8006] [008]
youngest i
1 Name Name Name
Ask 1a—1f for |
youngest child :
and then repeat \
for second and )
third yauagest | Age Age Age
child. :
18010 8012 8014
1 a.?:w wa have r-—' 100 Child's other 20121 i other gora] | o other
qu:::l ons parent/stepparent parent/stepparent parent/stepparent
about how 2[J Chid's brother/ 20 Chid’s brother/ 2(3 Child’s brother/
the children sister 15+ sister 15+ sister 15+
are cared for 303 Chud's brether/sister 3(J Chid's brother/sister 3(J Child’s brother/sister
while . ., 5 under 15 under 15
works. «(J Child's grandparent a[J Chitd’s grandparent 4[J Chid’s grandparent

During (Last
month) what

s Other relative of chid

'
I

I

|

)

: under 1
i

t

i

: s(JJ Nonrelatve of chiid
[}

1

5{_] Other relative of child
6] Nonrelative of child

57 Other relative of child
6 Nonrelatve of child

was (Name of 70 Child » 3 71 Child in 3 73 Child n N
child) usually day/group care day/group care day/group care
doing or how | center center center
was (Name of | 8(J Chud in 83 Child n 8{JChad m
Ch"d:";’“‘t"" nursery/preschool nursery/preschoo’ nurseryipreschool
f:g"moft’o,‘" ! o] Chid in (] Child in o7} Chid 1n
the hours that! kindergarten, SKIP kindergarten, SKIP kindergarten, SKiIP
...worked? ' elementary or 10 1¢ elementiry or k‘o 17 elementary of ho Ic
: secondary school secondary school secondary schoo!
| 1003 Chid cares for 103 Ctatd cares for 1007 Child cares for
Mark the | self self self
arrangement in | 10 worksathome 11[J  works at home 1T works athome
vehich the child | 120 cares for 1200 carestor 120]  cares for
;gsrst':,hs most ! child at work J chitd at work J child 3t work
typical week. | 13(0) Chid not } SKIPtonext 13(]) Child not  } SKIPtonext 130 ] Child not )} SKiPto
! born as of  Cidor born as of pchild or born as of § Check item
Mark (X) only |ast month gheck Item 1ast month gheck Item jast month) 75
one box ! 5 5
i w(J ddnot) SkiPte
: work 1ast ) Check
\ month itemT5

b. Where was

018 ] 1] Child’s home

8020]
‘ [ 1 Child’s home

er week was |
Name of child)

ooz ([

E@ D:] Hours

(N f child) |
u,szyoc:,,ld) : 200 Other private 2] Other private 2., Other private
for under this | home home __home
arrangement? ' 3] Other place — 3] Other place - 3. | Othe- place -
| Specify, Specify Specify
1 X 4 x
i
” ! — —_—
| c.was ws0z2] 2024 ] soze ]
= f R
7 L"Af’,’g’,"u‘:u."y ; 10 Yes ~ SKIP to 1O Yes — SKIP to 107 Yes — SKIPto
A cared for thls | next child or Check next child or Check Check item T4
8 way during ' Item T4 ltem T4
. ¢
;2::::1"9“ el 2l0No 20 No 20 JNo
workad? :
d.Abouthow |
many hours

lly carad , Hours

for undar this |

arrsngamant |

whila. .. was :

at work? )
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was not available?

r
Section 5 — TOPICAL MODULES (Continued)
Part A — CHILD CARE (Cuntinued)
16. What did | YOUNGEST SECOND YOUNGEST THIRD YOUNGEST
(Name of . 8036 8038 ]
chid)door | 100 Chid's other 1(J Child‘s other 1] Child's other
(how was : parent/ parent/ parent
Name of stepparent stepparent stepparent
|
child) cared 200 Child's brother/ 207 Child’s brother/ 207 Child's brother
2;:'"‘;""3‘. : sister 15+ sister 15+ sister 15+
" s Chud's 303 Chid’s a0 Chid's
3:::’ hours | brother/ brother/ brother/
worl;o:;i? : ?'Em under ?;ler under sister under
15
|
i «[JChud's 40 Chid's a7 Child's
Mark the ! grandparent grandparent grandparent
ariangement in 0 0O -
which the child | sL_J Other relative sL] Other relative s.J Other relative
spent the | of chid of child of child
second most | s Nonrelative s(J Nonrelative ., Nonrelative
hours ina , of child of child - of child
typical woek. : 700 Child 1 ) 70 Chitd in 3 7J Chld 1n 3
day/group day/group day.group
onl ! care center care center care center
Mark (X} only -
one box. : 800 Chuid in 803 Chid n 8 Chid in
nursery/ nurse:;/ nuisery,
|
\ preschool preschool preschool
' s Child in SKIPto (] Chid in SKiPto ol Child in
: kindergarten, next kindergarten, next kindergarten, SKiP to
| elementary or ?ch:ld or elementary or r child of elementary or Check
) se;ongary Check se:on:iary Check se:‘ondary item T4
' schooi school schoot
item T4 item T4
} 10(J Child cares 100 Chid cares 1c Child cares
| for self for self for seif
| 1O works nO  works 1l works
| 0 at home athome _ athome
I 12 cares 12 cares [T cares
: far child for child for chiid
) at work J at work J at work J
kggaol 80a2 J 8044 |
f. (V:I;‘:,’;o";’:;'ld, ! v(J Child’s home 100 Child's home 1.2 Child s home
usually cared | -
forondes thiz | 200 Other private home 200 Other prvate home 27" Other prvate nome
:'h:r:gamonﬂ X 3] Other ptace - Spec:f:'/ 3] Other place - Spec:f:} 3. 1 Other place — Specify
rr X *
|
1
|
Are any of the children cared for by a Loss ]
F "Grandparent,”’ ”Oéhev refative of child,” | 1 Yes
""Nonretative of child,”” "’Day/Group Care )
center,”” or "Nursery or preschool’'? (Codes | 200No — SKIP to Check ftem T5
4,5,6,7, or8markedin 1aor 1e) !
2a.Did...(or...'s family) usually pay (cashj for any M
of the child care that...'s children received? | 1OYes
Include cost of preschool and nursery school, e clude 20INe — skiPto 2¢
cost of kindergarten, elementary or secondary school. |
b.Inatyplcal week, how much did . . {or...'s family) «oso ]
pay for child care (for all children receiving child :
care)? X $ B Per week
i
T
C. (Besides any cash payment} Did . .. pay forany MJ
child care through a noncash arrangement such : 1Ovyes
as providing room and board or exchanging child | 20No
care services? L
3. During the month of (last month) did. . . (or...'s rm’
spouse) lose any time from work because the per- | 10ves
son who usually took care of the child (children) : 2 INo
!

NOTES

’

|
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